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ARTICLE    I. 


THE   TAITTIRIYA-PRATICAKHYA,  •■;/: 

WITH  ITS  OOMMENTABY, 

THE   TRIBHASHYARATNA: 

TEXT,     TRANSLATION,     AND    NOTES. 

By    WILLIAM    D.    WHITNEY, 

PROFESSOR  OF  SANSKRIT  Iltf  YALB  OOLLBGB. 


Presented  to  the  Society  October  14th,  1868. 


Introductory  Note. 

The  manuscript  material  on  which  is  founded  this  edition  of  the 
Ttotirtya-Pr&ti92lkhya  and  Tribhashyaratna  is  as  follows: 

1.  T.  A  copy  of  the  text  of  the  treatise  alone,  in  a  modem 
hand,  on  light-colored  paper.  It  was  sent  me  by  Prof.  Fitz- 
Edward  Hall,  from  Benares,  in  1867,  and  appears  to  be  a  copy 
made  for  him  from  some  older  manuscript :  but  it  contains  no  inti- 
mation of  its  own  date  or  of  that  of  its  original ;  presenting  at  the 
end,  in  place  of  the  usual  colophon,  the  beginning  of  a  list  of 
words  wliich  in  pada-text  show  a  final  n.  It  is  distinctly  and 
correctly  written.  On  the  back  is  inscribed  "  Kjrishna-yajuh- 
prdtis'^Khya,  by  Kirtikeya."  On  what  ground  this  ascription  of 
authorship  is  made,  I  do  not  know ;  it  does  not,  so  far  as  I  am 
aware,  find  support  ^rom  any  other  quarter. 

2.  W.  A  copy  of  the  text  and  commentary  together,  each  sepa- 
rate rule  being  followed  by  its  own  comment.  This  manuscript, 
like  the  preceding,  I  owe  to  the  kindness  of  Prof.  HalL  It  is 
handsomely  written,  in  a  large  clear  hand,  and  fills  146  leaves 
(numbered  1-89,  100,  1-66),  measuring  about  four  and  a  half  by 
nine  and  a  half  inches.  To  the  end  of  25a,  seven  lines  are  written 
on  a  page;  thenceforward,  nine  lines.  It  has  no  statement  of 
scribe,  place,  or  date ;  but  I  imagine  that  a  final  leaf,  with  the  end 
of  the  colophon,  had  been  lost  or  destroyed  some  time  before  it 
was  sent  to  me.  The  part  remaining  reads  as  follows :  p^krehndr- 
pabhdstu  ^kdlabhdiravaprasann  om  ydyakdindavidhdyordhvam 
rahayo  rafuxyo  rahih:  ity  dfitsraptmakdpHrvarh  rsham  ce  ti  svatam- 
traid :  1  kramyddhvano  bhavaty  agre  pdvako  rpayatUi  ca.  This 
just  fills  up  the  leaf;  but  another  hand  has  written  below,  at  its 
edge,  what  purpoi^s  to  be  the  ending  of  the  second  verse :  vishor 
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yemgira  ityi^,6^j/ngra  ity  ddi  lupyate,^,^  and  has  added,  as  final 
\)QnQ^\c\A0j\^{ii:ivigvegvarapra8ann. 

Tljis  is  a  Virgin  manuscript,  containing  neither  erasures,  inser- 

ticrfrg^'.  net  alterations.     Considering  that  it  thus  presents  every 

.'ftref.'^ult  of  its  scribe  unamended,  it  is  very  good  and  correct. 

'.'.Through  the  first  twelve  chapters,  the  rules  of  the  Prati9akhya 

*'   *'  'are  distinguished  from  the  commentary  by  being   rubbed  over 

with  a  red  powder. 

3.  B.  This  authority  comes  from  the  west  of  India,  where  (see 
Dr.  Btthler,  in  Zeitsch.  Deut.  Morg.  Ges.,  xxii.319)  the  Tribhash- 
yaratna  is  said  to  be  not  very  rare.  From  a  manuscript  there 
collected,  a  copy  was  made  under  direction  of  Dr.  Btlhler  for  the 
Berlin  library,  and  forwarded  to  Prof.  Weber,  at  whose  friendly 
suggestion  and  instance  it  was  transcribed  for  me,  in  roman  let- 
ters, by  Dr.  Siegfried  Goldschmidt,  to  whom  I  desire  here  to 
express  my  gratitude  for  a  service  so  valuable  and  so  kindly  ren^ 
dered.  The  manuscript  contains  more  inaccuracies  of  reading 
than  any  of  the  others  which  I  have  used,  yet  they  are  in  the 
main  superficial,  and  the  text  given  is  a  pretty  complete  and  cor- 
rect one. 

4.  0.  Through  the  kind  ofiices  of  Prof.  Max  Mailer,  I  have 
been  enabled  to  procure  a  collation  (made  with  a  copy  of  my  own 
manuscript,  "  W.")  of  the  incomplete  Oxford  manuscript  (MS.  Bodl. 
W.  478),  first  described  by  Roth  (Zur  Lit.  und  Gesch.  des  Weda, 

p.  54,  62  seq.),  and  used  also  by  Weber  (Ind.  Stud.  iv.YV  seq.). 
t  begins  in  the  middle  of  the  comment  upon  iii.l2,  thus  lacking 
somewhat  loss  than  a  quarter  of  the  entire  work. 

6.  G.  This  is  a  romanizeji  copy  of  a  manuscript  which  belongs 
to  the  Royal  Asiatic  Society  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  is 
written  on  strips  of  palm  leaf,  in  the  Grantham  character.  The 
copy  was  made  for  me  by  Dr.  Julius  Eggeling,  who  has  thus  laid 
me  under  deep  obligation,  and  contributed  most  essentially  to  the 
success  of  my  work.  Hardly  less  than  to  him  is  my  indebtedness 
to  Dr.  Reinhold  Rost,  Secretary  of  the  Royal  Asiatic  Society, 
who  notified  me  of  the  existence  of  the  manuscripts  in  the  Soci- 
ety's library  soon  after  their  discovery,  and  who  suggested  and 
aided  their  tninseription.  There  are  doubtless  few  other  Sanskrit- 
ists  in  Europe,  besides  these  gentlemen,  to  whom  works  written  in 
the  southern  Indian  characters  are  not  sealed  books,  and  there  can 
be  none,  I  am  sure,  who  evince  a*  more  liberal  readiness  to  make 
their  peculiar  knowledge  of  service  to  the  rest.  The  catalogue 
which  Dr.  Rost  is  preparing  to  publish  of  the  Royal  Asiatic  Socie- 
ty's collection  of  manuscripts  will  give  such  other  particulars  re- 
specting age,  condition,  etc.,  as  I  am  compelled  here  to  omit. 

6.  M.  The  library  of  the  same  Society  also  contains  a  second 
copy  of  the  Prati9akhya  and  its  commentary,  written  on  paper,  in 
the  Malayalam  character.  Of  this.  Dr.  Eggeling  has  taken  the 
pains  to  note  the  various  readings  as  compared  with  the  Gran- 
tham manuscript,  in  his  transcript  of  the  latter. 

Both  these  manuscripts  frt)m  southern  India  are  so  arranged 
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that  the  rules  of  the  Priiti9akhya  are  given  first,  in  a  body,  and 
are  followed  by  the  commentary,  also  in  bulk. 

As  regards  the  text  of  the  Prati9akhya  itself,  all  these  authori- 
ties agree  very  closely :  there  are  but  two  or  three  cases  of  well- 
estabUshed  variations  of  reading  among  them.  In  respect  to  the 
text  of  the  commentary,  their  accordance,  as  was-  to  be  expected, 
is  much  less :  they  fall,  in  fact,  into  three  well-marked  classes ;  or, 
as  one  might  say,  present  three  different  recensions  of  the  work. 
The  two  codices  belonging  to  the  Royal  Asiatic  Society,  the 
Grantham  ("G."^  and  the  Malayalam  ("M."),  stand  in  the  near- 
est possible  relation  to  one  another,  having  almost  all  their  errors, 
omissions,  and  orthographical  peculiarities  in  common,  and  only 
by  comparatively  rare  and  inconspicuous  differences  proved  not 
to  be  copied  the  one  from  the  other.  My  own  manuscript  ("W.") 
and  that  sent  by  Dr.  Btihler  from  Bombav  ("  B.")  also  offer  sub- 
stantially the  same  text,  although  their  differences  are  much  more 
frequent,  and  of  a  more  important  character,  than  those  of  G.  and 
M.  As  for  the  Oxford  manuscript  ("  O."),  it  is,  in  its  earlier  por- 
tions, pretty  closely  accordant  with  W.  and  B.,  having  an  espe- 
cially near  relationship  to  B.,  with  whose  slight  variations  of  the 
text  given  by  W.  it  almost  uniformly  agrees ;  later,  however,  it 
strikes  off  upon  a  track  of  its  own,  and  comes  to  differ  from  both 
the  other  recensions  in  a  much  greater  degree  than  they  differ 
between  themselves. 

Such  being  the  case,  I  have  thought  it  best  to  adopt  for  publi- 
cation the  version  offered  by  W.,  partly  because  this  is  the  only 
one  for  which  I  possess  an  onginal  manuscript  (and  a  tolerably  old 
and  correct  one),  partly  because  it  is,  upon  the  whole,  better  sup- 

Eorted  than  that  of  G.  and  M. — which,  as  I  have  shown  above,  can 
ardly  be  reckoned,  both  together,  as  constituting  more  than  a 
single  manuscript.  I  have  accordingly,  avoiding  the  making  up  of 
an  eclectic  text  from  the  various  recensions,  followed  W.  as  closely 
as  I  could ;  and  especially,  when  it  was  supported  by  the  joint 
authority  of  B.  and  0.,  or  of  B.  alone — thus  sometimes,  undoubt- 
edly, rejecting  an  intrinsically  preferable  and  perhaps  more  origi- 
nal reading  given  by  one  or  another  of  the  remaining  authorities, 
if  that  offered  by  W.  was  of  a  character  to  be  endured.  At  the 
end  of  the  comment  to  each  rule  are  given  the  various  readings  of 
all  the  manuscripts,  with  sufficient  fullness,  I  hope,  to  answer  the 
desirable  ends  of  critical  comparison.  Obvious  and  trifling  errors 
of  transcription,  of  course,  I  have  not  noted,  but  only  those  which 
made  a  false  reading  or  tended  to  become  such :  I  have  been  most 
liberal  in  overlooking  the  blunders  of  B.,  as  being,  on  the  whole, 
of  least  consequence. 

In  regard,  however,  to  the  two  matters  of  punctuation  and 
euphonic  combination,  I  have  taken  liberties  with  the  text  of 
which  I  have  given  no  account.  The  various  manuscripts  are  in 
no  slight  degree  discordant  with  one  another,  inconsistent  with 
themselves,  and  careless  of  the  requirements  of  the  sense,  in  the 
use  they  make  of  the  signs  of  interpunction :  they  offer  absolutely 
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no  standard  to.  follow.  For  the  occurrence  of  the  signs  as  printed, 
therefore,  I  am  alone  responsible ;  and  no  one  who  can  anywhere 
make  a  better  division  of  clauses  than  I  have  made  need  be 
restrained  from  so  doing  by  the  belief  that  he  is  running  counter 
to  manuscript  authority.  Again,  I  have  (except  in  certain  cases  at 
the  end  of  a  cited  rule  or  passage,  where  a  reference  follows)  put 
all  the  words  of  the  commentary  in  euphonic  combination  accord- 
ing to  the  usual  rules;  while  in  the  manuscripts  (as  is  common  in 
exegetical  writings)  they  are  very  frequently,  for  the  sake  of 
greater  clearness,  separated  from  one  another.*  Here,  too,  the 
usage  of  the  various  authorities  is  too  discordant  and  irregular  to 
be  followed.  And  to  report  their  readings  in  these  two  particu- 
lars would  burden  the  critical  notes  with  a  mass  of  useless  and 
wearisome  details. 

In  the  same  manner  are  treated  such  orthographical  peculiari- 
ties of  the  several  manuscripts  as  that  G.  and  M.  regularly  write  a 
final  sibilant  instead  of  visaijantya  before  an  initial  sibilant,  and 
often,  where  a  m  is  assimilated  to  a  following  mute,  write  the 
nasal  mute  corresponding  to  the  latter,  instead  of  aniLsvdra. 
Moreover,  in  the  representation  of  the  nasal  sounds,  by  the  nasal 
consonants,  armavdra  (w),  or  »w,  I  have  followed  a  consistent 
method,  with  disregard  of  the  manuscript  usage. 

The  text  given  at  the  foot  of  the  page  contains  the  whole  com- 
ment, with  two  exceptions :  citations  from  the  Taittirfya-Sanhita, 
being  written  out  in  foil,  with  references,  in  the  notes  to  the  rules, 
are  indicated  below  only  by  first  words  or  letters,  with  signs  of 
omission  added;  and  again,  where  lists  of  affected  words  are 
given  in  a  rule,  in  euphonic  combination,  and  repeated,  separate, 
at  the  beginning  of  the  comment,  they  are  replaced  by  signs  of 
omission,  as  having  been  sufficientlv  presented  uncombined  in  the 
translation  of  the  rule.  Errors  of  reading  in  the  cited  passages 
themselves  are  passed  without  notice,  unless  of  such  importance  as 
to  cast  doubt  upon  the  identity  of  the  passage ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  frequent  differences  of  the  versions  as  regards  the  extent 
of  the  illustrative  passage  cited  are  frdly  noted  in  the  sequel  of  the 
reference 

I  have  preferred,  instead  of  giving  an  express  and  direct  trans- 
lation of  the  commentary,  to  work  its  substance  folly  into  my  own 
notes  upon  the  rules,  somewhat  as  in  my  edition  of  the  Atharva 
Pr&ti9akhya  (Joum.  Am.  Or.  Soc'jr,  Vol  vil,  1862).  The  differ- 
ent conditions  of  the  case,  however,  impress  quite  a  different  char- 
acter upon  the  present  work.  The  completeness  and  elaborateness 
of  the  Tribhashyaratna  make  its  working-up  by  far  the  larger  and 
more  important  part  of  what  is  to  be  done  in  illustration  of  the 
Prati9akhya.  Possessing  no  index  verbarum  to  the  Taittirfya- 
Sanhita,  nor  even  a  manuscript  of  its  padartext^  I  have  not  been 
able  to  try  the  Prati9&khya  by  it  with  anything  like  the  same 

*  Thus,  to  instance  an  extreme  case,  at  the  end  of  the  comment  on  iv.lO,  the 
manuscripts  read  (for  oncOf  with  almost  perfect  unanimity);  inffyaaya  aniah 
ihgydntah  na  ingydSuak  ani^igydniak. 
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thoroughness  as  in  the  case  of  the  similar  treatise  to  the  Athar- 
van.  What  could  be  done  in  the  way  of  testing  and  supplement- 
ing the  rules  given,  by  a  careful  reading  and  excerption  of  the 
Sanhita  in  a  smgle  good  samhitdrmsmxLScnpt  (also  procured  for 
me  in  India  by  Dr.  ILill,  and  with  one  or  two  slight  d!eficiencies  in 
it  made  up  from  Berlin,  by  Prol  Weber),  I  have  endeavored  to 
do.  I  have  been  able  to  refer  points  of  interest  connected  with 
the  text,  in  its  samhitd  or  paaa  readings,  to  friends  in  Europe 
owning  or  having  access  to  fuller  manuscript  material,  namely  to 
Professors  Weber  of  Berlin  and  Haug  of  Mtinchen,  and  have 
received  from  them  important  aid,  which  I  desire  here  gratefully 
to  acknowledge.  Of  references  to  the  teachings  of  the  other  Pra- 
ti9ukhyas  I  have  been  much  more  sparing  in  this  than  in  the  former 
work,  m  order  to  avoid  repetition :  and,  for  the  same  reason,  some 
matters  of  theory  which  were  pretty  fully  discussed  there  receive 
here  a  more  compendious  treatment.  The  present  work,  in  short, 
to  a  certain  extent  presupposes  the  other — not,  however,  in  such  a 
manner  or  degree  as  should  interfere  with  its  independence  and 
separate  intelhgibility. 

In  making  reference  to  the  Taittirtya-Sanhita,  I  have  used  only 
three  principal  numbers,  to  designate  book,  chapter,  and  section, 
or  kdnda^  pra^a^  and  anuvdka.  The  farther  division  of  the 
sections  or  anuvdkds^  where  they  are  of  more  considerable  length, 
into  parcels  of  fifty  words  each,  is  so  artificial,  destructive  of  the 
natural  connection  of  passages,  detrimental  to  the  proper  phonetic 
form  of  the  text,  and  whollv  ignored  by  the  Prati9akhya  (see 
notes  to  the  rules  of  chapter  iii.),  that  I  have  preferred  to  express 
it  by  the  use  of  "  superior "  figures  attached  to  that  which  indi- 
cates the  anuvdka.  Of  course,  where  such  attached  figure  is 
wanting,  the  anuvdka  is  to  be  understood  as  composed  of  a  single 
division. 

In  the  notes  of  various  readings,  each  figure  refers  only  to  the 
single  word  to  which  it  is  attached,  unless  a  passage  of  more  than 
one  word  is  included  between  two  repetitions  of  the  same  figure ; 
in  which  case  the  reference  figure,  in  the  notes,  is  put  within  pa- 
rentheses. The  abbreviation  "om."  means  'omit,'  and  "ins." 
means  'insert.' 

In  all  transliterated  passages  of  Sanskrit,  a  colon  stands  in  place 
of  a  single  stroke  of  interpunction,  and  a  full  stop  in  place  of  a 
double  stroke.  The  general  method  of  transliteration  is  the  same 
with  that  which  I  have  hitherto  used  in  the  Journal  of  the  Ameri- 
can Oriental  Society ;  it  will  be  sufficiently  understood  from  the 
alphabet  given  in  the  note  to  Ll  (p.  10). 
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CHAPTER    I. 

CoirrENTS:  1-11,  enumeration  and  classification  of  sounds  composing  the  alpha- 
bet; 12-14,  surd  and  sonant  consonants;  15,  list  of  prepositions;  16-21,  27, 
names  of  letters  and  classes  of  letters;  22-24,  28,  terminology  of  cited  words, 
etc;  25,  26,  29,  80,  respecting  the  interpretation  of  rules;  31-37,  quantity  of 
simple  sounds;  88-40,  the  three  accents;  41-47,  details  respecting  the  circum- 
flex accent;  48,  49,  compound  words;  50-53,  respecting  dted  words;  54-55, 
words  consisting  of  a  single  vowel;  56-61,  further  specifications  respecting  tiie 
interpretation  of  rules. 

The  commentator  begins  his  work  with  a  couple  of  rather 
awkwardly-constructed  verses,  as  follows:  '*I,  bowing  low  with 
devoted  affection  to  the  two  feet  of  Gane9a,  as  also  to  the  gurus 
and  to  divine  Voice,  shall  proceed  to  utter  this  conmient ;  which, 
made  upon  examination  of  the  exposition  of  the  Prriti9rikhya 
given  by  Vararuci  etc.,  shines,  a  Treasure  of  Threefold  Comment 
{tribhdshyaratnaV  approved  of  Brahmans."  He  adds  an  ex- 
position of  their  meaning,  explaining  giram  devim,  'divine 
V  oice,'  by  vdgdevtm^  '  Goddess  of  Voice,'  and  bhUsura^  '  Brah- 
man '  (literally  '  earth-god '),  by  vidvat, '  learned  man,  sage.'  On 
lakshana,  which,  as  name  of  a  comment,  is  least  in  accordance 


^hhaktiyuktah  pranamgd  ^ha?h  garie^dcaranadvayam : 
gurtln  apt  giram^  devtm  idam  vakshydmi  lakahanam,!, 
vydkhydnam  prdti^dkhyaaya  mkshya  vdrarucddikam*: 
krtam  tribhdshyaratnam  yad  hhdsate  bhilsurapriyam.2. 
plokayor  miayor  ayam*  arthah.    bhdktiyukto  'ham  ganepacarana- 
dvayam  gurdn  giram^  apt  devim  :  *vdgdevtni  ity  arthah  :  tdrh  ca* 
pranamya  lakshanam  idam  vakshydmi  yaf  lakshanam  tribhdr 
shyaratnandmakam,  bhilstirapriyam  vidvatpriyam  bhdsate:  kidr- 
pam  lakshana^n :  prdtl^dkhyasya  vydkhydnardpakam*  vdrarucd- 
dika^n*  bhdshyajdtam  vikshya^^  nyHndtirekaparihdrena  krtam  vi- 
racitam:  ddipabdend  '*Hreyamdhisheydu  grhyete:  ata  eva  tribhdr 
shyaratnam  iti  ndmna  upapattih  :  traydndm  bhdshydndrh  samd- 
hdras  tribhdshyam :  tasya^^  ratnam  bhiXshanam, 

*  W.  prefaces  with  ^gane^dya  namah.  friganefa  prasanno  *8tu.  om.  B.  pre- 
faces with  iriyanefdya  namah.  frisarasvaiydi  namah.  fridcUtdnnaydya  namcLh: 
and  the  additional  verse 

fukidjnbaradharam  devam  fafivarnam  catwrhhujam : 
prasannavadanaih  dhydyet  8arvavtghnopai;dnUiye.l. 
'The  wliito  raiment-bearing  god,  moon-hued,  four-armed,  propitious-faced,  must 
one  meditate  on,  in  order  to  the  surcease  of  all  disturbance."    It  then  numbers 
the  other  verses  "2"  and  "3;"  but  proceeds  to  confess  the  ungenuineness  of 
the  inserted  verse  by  reading,  like  the  other  MSS.,  anayoh  (lokayoh. 

«  G.  M.  girdn.  »  B.  var-.  *  G.  M.  om.  *  G.  M.  girdm^  i«)  G.  M.  om.  '  G.  M. 
kU.  *G.  M.  -rupam;  B.  -pHrvakam,  •B.  var-;  W.  -ka.  ^®  G.  M.  samikahya. 
"  W.  om. 


i.  1.]  Tdittiriya-Prdtigdkhya  and  Tribhdshyaratna.  7 

with  common  usage,  he  makes  no  remark.  To  vtkahya^ '  having 
examined,'  he  adds  nyiXndtirekaparihdrena^  'with  avoidance  of 
deficiency  and  redundancy.'  The  "etc."  after  "Vararuci"  is 
declared  to  refer  to  Atreya  and  Mahisheya,  these  three  being  the 
authorities  upon  which  the  present  work  is  founded,  and  from 
which  it  derives  its  name.  V  araruci  and  Mahisheya  are,  indeed, 
often  (about  ten  times  each :  see  Index)  referred  to  in  the  sequel, 
and  their  discordant  views  sometimes  set  forth  and  discussed: 
Atreya  has  only  once  (under  v.  1 )  the  honor  of  being  mentioned. 
Who  is  the  digester  of  their  three  works,  and  author  of  the  pres- 
ent conunentary,  which  has  taken  their  place  and  crowded  them 
out  of  existence,  we  are  not  informed ;  nor,  so  far  as  I  am  aware, 
has  any  evidence  bearing  upon  the  point  been  anywhere  brought 
to  knowledge.  Notice  of  the  different  authorities  cited  by  our 
conmientator  will  be  put  together  in  an  additional  note  at  the  end 
of  this  work,  for  the  sake  of  the  light  cast  by  them  upon  his  age. 

Wl  clufflHiyid:  II  ^  II 

1.  Now  the  list  of  sounds. 

The  commentator  first  gives  himself  a  great  deal  of  trouble  to 
explain  the  meaning  of  atna^ '  now,'  in  the  rule.  He  quotes  Ama- 
ra's  definition  of  amo  and  atha  (Amarakosha  iiL4.32.8 ;  p.  349  of 
Deslongchamps's  edition),  and  points  out  that,  as  a  variety  of 
meanings  is  there  attributed  to  atfia^  it  is  necessary  to  fix  upon  a 
single  meaning  for  it  here.  In  the  first  place,  then,  a  propitiatory 
significance  is  claimed  for  it,  by  reason  of  its  equivalence  with 
om;  "since  the  ^i^sh^makers  declare,  'om  and  atha  are  deemed 
propitiatory.'  "  Or,  again,  it  indicates  something  coming  next  after 
another ;  "  the  implication  being  that,  next  after  the  reading  of  the 
Veda,  one  should  gain  a  knowledge  ol  the  laJcshana:  there  hav- 

1.  rnangaldriaTUardrambhapra^nakdrtsnyeshv  atho  athe  Hi 
mangalddyanekdrthatvdd  atha^abdaayd  ^^rthanirnaydrtham  eko 
*rtho^  nigcetavyaJi :  tatra  prathamam  tdvan  maTigaldrthatvam 
ucyate:  tcisya  pranavaaddharmydt:  tathd  hi  samdcakshate  ^ik- 
BhdkdrdK": 

omkdrap  cd  Hha^abdap  ca  mangaldv  iti  Mrtitdv 
iti :  dho*  8vid  dnantarydrthatd*:  vedddhyayandnantaram  laksha- 
najfidnam  kurydd  iti  sdpekshatvdl  lakshanasya  pHrvaih  vedddhi- 
game  saty  atJia  lakahanapartkshdvasarah :  atha  vd  ^dhikdrdrtha 
'tha^bdah:  tv  athai  ^ve  Hi  vinivartakddhikdrakdva- 
dhdrakdh  (xxiL6)  iti  vidyamdnatvdt :  atha  varnasamdmndyah 
pdthakramo*  'dhikriyata  iti  stltrdnvayah :  sam  ityekibhdve:  dn 
iti  marydddydm :  randy  a  ity  dnupilrvyeno  ^padepah*:  ekibhUtd 
akdrddayo  varndh  svardbhaktiparyavasdnd  dnupHrvyena  pHrvaih 
^htdir*  upadiah^h. 
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ing  been  study  of  the  Veda  before  the  lakshana,  now  comes  the 
occasion  for  tne  investigation  of  the  lakshana.^'*  Here,  lakshcma 
appears  to  be  used  to  designate  the  Prati9akhya  itself,  as  above 
it  denoted  the  commentary  to  the  latter.  Once  more,  atha  is 
declared  to  have  the  force  of  an  introduction  or  heading,  according 
to  rule  xxiLe,  below :  "  tu^  atha^  and  eva  are  respectively  exceptive, 
introductory,  and  limitative ;"  and  the  connection  of  the  rule  is 
that  now  the  list  of  sounds,  the  order  of  reading  {pdthaJcrama)^  is 
made  the  subject  of  treatment. 

The  composition  of  aamdmndya^ '  list,  rehearsal,'  is  next  pointed 
out,  and  the  word  is  stated  to  mean  "  the  collective  sounds,  begin- 
ning with  a  and  ending  with  the  svarabhakti,  in  their  order,  as 
taught  by  former  learned  men." 

Tlie  catalogue  itself  follows,  as  understood  by  the  commentator 
to  be  taught  or  implied  in  the  rules  of  the  treatise.  First  come 
the  vowels,  of  which  only  sixteen  are  reckoned  (see  rule  5,  belowk 
a,  /,  and  u  have  each  a  short,  a  long,  and  a  protracted  value,  r  only 
a  short  and  a  lon^,  /  only  a  short  (W.  and  B.  take  the  pains  to 
wiite  a  figure  2  after  the  long  r,  and  a  1  after  the  /,  to  point  out 
clearly  the  number  of  moras  they  respectively  contain;  and  B, 
adds  after  the  di  and  du  a  2,  for  the  same  purpose) ;  second,  the 
twenty-five  mutes  (see  rule  7) ;  third,  the  four  semivowels  (rule 
8) ;  and  fourth,  the  six  spirants  (rule  9).  This  makes  fifty-one 
sounds,  clearly  specified  and  counted  in  their  order  in  the  next 
succeeding  niles.  Of  the  rest,  there  is  no  so  direct  enumeration ; 
the  commentator  has  to  infer  them  from  their  recognition  by  rules 
found  in  later  portions  of  the  treatise.  Thus,  he  finds  anusvdra 
acknowledged  as  an  alphabetic  element  in  rule  34  of  this  chapter, 
which  teaches  that  it  has  the  quantity  of  a  short  vowel ;  for,  he 
says,  '^  since  it  is  made  the  substrate  of  a  specific  quantity,  it  is 
itself  a  concrete  thing,  and  not,  like  nasalization,  a  quality."  A 
passage  from  the  ^iksha,  it  is  true,  appears  inconsistent  with  this, 
but  finds  its  sufiicient  explanation  in  the  circumstance  that  that 
work  includes  in  one  expression  the  concrete  thing  and  its  quality. 
The  cited  passage  is  not  to  be  found  in  the  known  text  of  the 

tathd  hi:  a  d  d:ii  it  is  u  H  'tis  r  r  le  di  o  du  iti  svardh  shodapa: 
Jca  kha  go  gha  na  ca  cha  ja  jha  fla  ta  tJui  da  dha  na  ta  th^i  da 
dha  napapha  ha  bha  ma  iti  sparpdh  paflcavin^ih :  ya  ra  la  va 
iti  cata^o  'ntasthdh :  pa  aha  sa  ha  hka*  hpa^  iti  shad  HahmdnaJi : 
anusvdrap  ca  (i.34)  iti  sUtrend  ^niisvdra  uktah:  kdlavipeshd- 
^ayatvdd  asdu  ^^dharmt  na  ^t?"  anundsikavad^^  dharrnah:  vi- 
dher  *'  madhyasthandsikya^*  iti  pikshdvacane^*  aatV*  d/iarmadhar- 
minor  abhedavivakshayo  ^papadyate:  atha  visarjanfyah 
(viiL 5 )  ity  anena^*  visarjaniya  uktah :  ndsikdvivarandd  dnur 
ndsikyam  (iL52)  ity  anena^*  ranga  uktaK:  prktaavardt  paro 
lo  dam  {jxiLl^)  ity  anena^*  lakdra  uktah:  eparpdd  anuttamdd 
{xxLl2)  iti  catvdro  yamduktdfi:  rephoshmasamyoge  rephch 
svarabhaktir  (xzll5)  iti  svarabhaktir  uktd:  anena  kramena 
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^iksh^  (and  the  same  is  the  case  with  several  of  the  passages 
quoted  later:  see  the  additional  notes):  it  is  given  again,  with 
more  fullness,  under  viii.l5.     Next,  for  the  visarjantya^  which 
our  Prati9akhya  does  not  count  among  the  spirants,  is  given  as 
authority  rule  5  of  the  eighth  chapter,  a  rule  introductory  to  the 
euphonic  changes  of  a  final  h.     The  commentator  brings  in  as  next 
constituent  of  the  alphabet  an  element  which  he  calls  ranga^  and 
for  which  he  cites  the  rule  (ii.62)  that  "  nasal  quality  is  given  by 
the  unclosing  of  the  nasal  passage."     The  word  ranga^  *  coloring,' 
though  a  common  name  for  the  nasal  tinge  of  utterance,  is  not 
found  in   our  Pr4ti9akhya,  nor  even   used  in   the   commentary 
excepting  here  and  under  ii.52.     What  is  described  in  the  latter 
rule  is  in  fact  a  "quality"  (dharma)^  and  not  a  "qualified"  or 
concrete  thing  {dharmin) ;  and  its  inclusion  in  the  alphabet  would 
stultify  the  argument  with  which  the  inclusion  of  anusvdra  was 
but  just  now  supported.     It  would  seem  that  the  commentator 
ought  to  be  aiming  here  at  the  ndsikya^  or  euphonic  insertion 
between  h  and  a  following  nasal  mute,  and  should  quote  for  it 
rule  xxll4;  he  does  not  otherwise  take  account  of  it  in  his  list, 
while  yet  it  is  precisely  as  well  entitled  to  a  place  there  as  are  the 
yamds.     The  nasalized  semivowels,  it  is  true,  into  which  n  and 
m  are  directed  to  be  converted  before  y,  /,  v  (v.26-8),  are  also  left 
out  of  the  enumeration,  unless  we  suppose  the  ranga  to  be  meant 
to  apply  to  their  nasality ;  and  I  think  it  altogether  likely  that 
the  commentator  had  them  in  view  in  its  definition :  but  this  is 
only  avoiding  one  difficulty  by  running  into  two  worse  ones — 
namely,  by  omitting  the  ndaikya^  and  by  reckoning  as  a  member 
of  the  alphabet  what  is  really  only  one  of  the  constituent  elements 
of  certain  sounds.     Further,  rule  xiiLl6  is  made  the  warrant  for 
the  lingual  /,  rule  xxll2  for  the  four  yamas^  and  rule  xxLl5, 
finally,  for  the  avarahhakti :  and  the  conclusion  is  reached  that 
"  by  this  process,  the  number  of  sixty  is  clearly  derivable  from  the 
rules  themselves  as  that  of  the  letters  in  the  Yajur-Veda." 

ydjurvedikavarndndrh^''  ahasMisamkhyd    sUtrata    eva  viapashtd 
dras/itavyd,    nanu 

trishdshtic  catuhahashtir  vd  vamdh  cambhuynate^*  matdh  : 
iti  pikshdvaccme  sati  katham  shashfisamkhyd  niyamyate:  etaV* 
MvkikavdidikcLsarvavarnavishayarn^^  iti  '*  ^ikshdvcujane  na  viro- 
dhah:  atra  <w"  aiUrdir  etdvatdm  varndndm^*  evo  ^palambhdd  esha 
eva**  nirnayo  varnitah*\ 
varndndm  samdmndyo  varnaaamdmndyah, 

0)  G.  M.  mang<Mdyanekdrt?io.  *  W.  G.  M.  piksJt-.  G.  and  M  always  write 
^ksfid,  B.  and  0.  always  fikahd;  W.  has  (4-  only  in  one  other  place  (under  xiv.28). 
»  W.  B.  aho.  *  G.  M.  -ryatd;  W.  adds  vii.  *  G.  M.  pnthe  hramo.  «  W.  B.  om. 
'  W.  fiahydir.  ^  B.  ahka.  »  B.  shpa,  '«  G.  M.  om.  <">  B.  dharmdnaivdd  anund- 
9ikah,  »  G.  ins.  ddharma.  '»  G.  M.  -kdd.  '*  G.  M.  -nam.  '*  B.  dm. ;  G.  M.  tu. 
"  B.  G.  M.  om.  "  W.  -vdid-.  '« B.  ajhfumate,  >»  G.  M.  fcO.  ««  G.  M.  -savor- 
naxHun^,    «  G.  M.  ins.  na.    «  G.  M.  om.    «  G.  M.  om.    ^  G.  M.  om.    «*  B.  nir- 
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An  objection  is  now  raised  and  removed.  "  Considering  that  the 
^iksha  says  *  the  letters  are  regarded  as  sixty-three  or  sixty-four, 
in  the  opinion  of  Oambhu '  (^iksha,  verse  8 ;  see  Weber's  edition 
of  the  treatise,  in  his  Indische  Studien,  iv.348-9^,  how  is  the  num- 
ber sixty  established?  Answer:  there  is  no  mconsistency  with 
the  dictum  of  the  pikshd,,  seeing  that  the  latter  has  in  view  the 
whole  body  of  sounds,  as  used  both  in  the  Veda  and  in  common 
life ;  while  here  the  determination  (of  sixty)  is  derived  from  the 
assumption  of  just  so  manj^  letters  by  the  rules  of  the  treatise.'' 

The  alphabetic  scheme  is,  then,  as  follows : 

Y       ,   J  simple,  a  d  6&itt^uilii;&      9 

^^®     (  impure  and  diphthongs,    r  f  I  e  di  o  du  *I       16 

"  guttural,  k  kh  g  ghH  5 

palatal,  c  ch  J  jh  fi  5 

lingual,  t  th  ddhn  5 

dental,  t  th  ddhn  5 

labial,  p  phbbhm  5       25 

Semivowels,  y  rl  i)  4 

Spirants,  z  Qshs  q>  h  6 

^usvara,  n  1 

Visaijanlya,  h  1 

Lingual  /,  ^  1 

N^kya,  (not  written)  1 

Yamas,                                                    do.  4 

Svarabhakti,                                             do.  _1 

whole  number  of  letters,  60 

With  the  exception  of  the  nasal  y,  I,  v,  already  referred  to,  this 
list  includes  all  the  alphabetic  sounds  treated  of  by  the  Prslti- 
9&khya.  For  what  concerns  the  peculiarities  of  their  character  or 
classification,  see  the  special  rules  of  which  they  are  the  subject ; 
as  also,  for  the  differences  between  the  teachings  of  this  and  of  the 
other  kindred  treatises  with  reference  to  them.  Only  the  Vaja- 
saneyi-Prati9akhya  includes  in  its  text  a  complete  list  and  enu- 
meration of  letters,  and  that  by  an  afterthought,  in  a  later  and 
less  genuine  chapter  (viiil-81). 

W(   Holli^H!    HHIHlTd^lfUl  llt^n 

2.  Now  the  nine  at  the  beginning  are  simple  vowels. 

2.  athe  Hi  aamjfiddhikdrdrthaJi :  asmin^  vctrnaaa^mdmndya 
ddita  drahhya  nava  varndh  samdndk8harasan\ffld  bhavanti: 
^yathd:  ad  d^iit&uiX  Us*,  aamjfldydh*  prayqfanam :  dirghan 
Bamdndkahare  savarnapare  (x.2)  ity  ddi,  nanv  tdrpt 
mahoH  samjfid  kimarthd^:  pikahddi^trapraaiddhyanurodhdye'' 
Hi  brUmah. 

1  B.  ta«m^    (^  W.  B.  a  d  ds  «y  ddi,    *  G.  M.  -/ftd.    « G.  M.  ^fhem.    » G.  M. 
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Literally,  ^  are  homogeneous  syllables ;'  samdndkshara  and  its 
correlative  sanidhyaJcshara^ '  syllable  of  combination,'  being  the 
current  names  for  simple  vowel  and  for  diphthong ;  the  latter,  how- 
ever, is  not  used  in  this  treatise.  The  nine  intended  are,  as  shown 
in  the  preceding  list,  a  d  (i^iit^uilil^  The  f  and  I  vowels  are 
denied  the  quality  of  simplicity  or  homogeneity,  although  their 
structure  as  composed  of  heterogeneous  elements  is  not  further 
described ;  the  Rik  Pr.  (xiii.l4),  the  Vaj.  Pr.  (iv.l46),  and  the  Ath. 
Pr.  (137-9)  give  the  details  of  their  formation,  while  nevertheless 
the  two  first  expressly  include  r  and  f  among  the  samdndksharda 
(omitting  Z,  apparently,  because  no  case  anywhere  occurs  that 
should  test  its  quality),  and  the  same  classification  is  inferribly 
recognized  by  the  last. 

The  commentator  explains  the  atha  of  this  rule  as  signifying 
the  introduction  of  the  subject  of  names  or  technical  appellations 
(samjfld)^  and  cites,  as  example  of  the  use  of  the  term,  rule  x.2, 
respecting  the  coalescence  of  two  similar  simple  vowels  into  a  long 
vowel  Finally,  the  unwieldiness  of  the  long  word  aamdndkshara 
striking  his  mind,  he  asks  "  why  such  a  big  name  ?"  and  relieves 
himself  by  the  answer,  "we  say,  in  order  to  correspond  with  the 
established  usage  of  the  ^iksha  and  other  text-books.  The  ^ikshft 
as  we  know  it,  it  may  be  remarked,  does  not  employ  the  tenn. 

^   H^  S^H<1  M^  II  %  II 

8.  Two  and  two,  short  and  long,  are  similar. 

That  is  to  say,  as  the  commentary  explains,  of  these  simple 
vowels,  two  and  two  short,  two  and  two  long,  or  a  long  and  a 
short,  are  called  "  similar."  The  meaning  seems  rather  to  be  that, 
of  the  three  triplets  which  make  up  the  category  of  simple  vowels, 
the  first  two  in  each  triplet,  the  short  and  the  long,  will  be  desig- 
nated as  "  similar  " — to  the  exclusion,  namely,  of  the  pliUa  or  pro- 
tracted vowels.  The  term  is  used  but  once  in  the  treatise  (namely 
in  x.2,  the  rule  last  above  quoted),  as  applied  to  vowels,  and 
nothing  is  practically  gained  by  denying  its  inclusion  of  the  pro- 
tracted vowels,  since  these  are  specially  protected  from  coalescence 
by  the  rule  x.24.  The  r-vowels  are  here  again  shut  out,  as  in  the 
preceding  rule ;  and,  in  fact,  no  case  occurs  in  the  Vedic  text  in 
which  two  of  them  are  fused  into  one. 

3.  teshu^  samdndkshareshu  dvedve  hrasve  dvedve  dirghe '  hrctava- 
dirghe*  dirghahrasve  vd  ^kshareparasparath  savarnctsamjfie  hhava- 
tah,  iyam  anvarthasamjrld:  savarnatvam  ndma  sddrpyam  ticyate: 
tasmdd  akdrddindm  ikdrddihhir  na  aavarnasan^tid^nkd  bhin- 
nasthdnaprayatnatvdd*  anayoh.  samjfldyd/i  prayojanam:  dir- 
ghan  samdndkshare  savarnapare  (x«2)  iti. 

hrasvarh  ca  dirgham  ca  hrcMvadtrghe, 

'  a.  M.  eteshu.    ^  G.  M.  ina  vd,    *  B.  om.;  Q.  M.  ins.  vd.    *  B.  kidd. 
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The  word  translated  *  similar '  means  literally '  of  identical  color  * 
(i.  e.  sound),  and  is  several  times  applied  later  to  identity  of  con- 
sonantal sound.  It  is,  as  the  commentator  points  out,  a  self- 
explaining  term,  or  one  whose  application  is  directly  in  accordance 
with  its  natural  meaning  {anvartha)  ;  and  hence  no  suspicion  is  to 
be  entertained  of  the  inclusion  of  a  and  i,  for  instance,  as  "  simi- 
lar," because  of  their  different  mode  of  organic  production.  As 
example  of  the  use  of  the  term  is  again  cited  x.2. 

!T   MH'^\  II S 11 

4.  Not  so,  when  a  protracted  vowel  precedes. 

This  is  an  arbitrary  exclusion,  made  to  fit  a  particular  case, 
which  might  with  more  evident  propriety  have  been  provided  for 
later,  where  such  cases  are  under  treatment,  rather  than  here  in 
the  preliminary  definition  of  terms  (compare  a  somewhat  similar 
case  in  the  Rik  Pr.,  i.l,  r.  4).  The  commentator  paraphrases  the 
rule  "a  simple  vowel  having  a  protracted  one  before  it  is  not 
termed  *  similar ;'  "  and  goes  on  to  cite  and  explain  in  full  the  case 
to  which  it  applies.  In  the  phrase  dgne:  Ui:  dha  (vi.5.8*),  the 
word  dgne  has  its  final  diphthong  protracted,  and  becomes  dgnd'zL 
By  the  rule  (x.2)  for  the  coalescence  of  two  similar  simple  vowels 
into  the  corresponding  long  vowel,  this  would  then  unite  with  the 
following  word  to  form  dgnd'si  Hi,  The  quality  of  similarity, 
however,  being  denied  by  the  present  rule  to  the  final  t,  it  is 
treated  as  a  dissimilar  vowel,  being  first  converted  into  y  by  rule 
X.15,  the  y  dropped  by  x.l9,  and  the  coalescence  of  the  remain- 
ing (l3  with  the  following  i  (as  prescribed  by  x.4)  prevented  by 
x.2 4 :  thus  is  assured  the  reading  dg7id'3  Uy  dha. 


WtJ^U^'  ^^'  II  ^  II 


5.  The  sixteen  at  the  beginning  are  vowels. 

Namely,  says  the  commentator,  the  sixteen  beginning  with  a 
and  ending  with  du.     As  example  of  the  use  of  the  technical  term 

4.  plutapUrvarh  samdndksharam  savarnasamjnam  na  bhavati. 
plutam  asmdt piirvam  iti  plutapilrvam.  yathd :  agnds  ity  dhe 
Hy  atra  dirghan  samdndkshare  aavarnapare  (x.2)  ity 
ekdde^ah  prasaktah:  tuc  cd  ^nishtam:  pratishiddhdydih  tv  evam 
aavaryidaamjndydm  pdri^^hydd  ivarnokdrdu  yavakdrdv 
(x.l5)  iti pitrvasye  ^kdrasya  yatvani  aydV:  aa  ca  yakdro  lupyete 
tv  avarnapCtrvdu  yavakdrdv  (x.l9)  iti  lupyate:  yakdre 
lupte  sati  ivarnapara  ek drain  (x.4)  ity  ekdroM  prasaktah:  so 
'pi*  nishidhyate  na  plutapragrahdv  (x.24)  ity  anena:  tasmdd 
agnd^  ity  dhe  Hi pra8idhyat>i\ 

1  W.  om.     «  G.  M.  fMdefoh.    ^  G.  M.  vi.    *  G.  M.  Bidhyaii. 
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svara, '  vowel,'  be  quotes  the  rule  (ix.lO)  prescribing  tbe  conversion 
of  viaarjantya  into  y  before  a  voweL 

Our  Frati9akhya  is  to  be  commended  for  not  including  in  its  list 
of  vowels  the  long  Z,  and  for  postulating  no  useless  protracted  forms 
of  r  and  /. 

5Fft  si^^rrf^  II  \  II 

6.  Tbe  rest  are  consonants. 

As  example  of  the  term  vyaf^ana, '  consonant,'  rule  xxLl,  which 
pronounces  the  consonant  a  member  of  the  adjacent  vowel,  is  cited 
m  the  commentary,  according  to  the  two  manuscripts  from  north- 
em  India ;  those  from  the  south  substitute  for  it  the  opening  rule 
of  the  third  chapter,  and  also  omit  the  explanatory  statement 
"  beginning  with  k  and  ending  with  avarahhakti^'^  which  is  given 
by  the  others. 


5ErklT:   g^fsry^  F75TT:  II  ©H 


7.  The  first  twenty-five  are  mutes. 

The  commentator  explains:  "among  the  consonants,  the  first 
twenty-five  letters  are  called  mutes  "  {spar^^  literally  '  contact '). 
The  northern  manuscripts  add,  as  under  the  last  rule,  "  beginning 
with  k  and  ending  with  wi."  It  is  next  pointed  out  that  rules  2 
and  6  contain  the  specification  dditafi^  '  at  the  beginning,'  and  that 
the  different  phraseology  of  this  rule,  namely  ddydh,  '  first,'  indi- 
cates a  diflference  of  meaning :  it  signifies  that  the  sounds  referred  to 

5.  varnasamdmndyaayd^  ^^dUa  drahhya  ahoda^  varndh  ava- 
rasamjnd  bhavanti:  akdrddaya  dukdraparyantd  ity  arthah, 
samjndydh prayojanam :  atka  avaraparo-yakdram  (ix.  1 0)  ity 
ddi. 

*  G.  M.  varndndm  sam-. 

6.  avarebhyah  ^ho  varnardpir  vyahjanaaamjilo  bhavati :  ^ka- 
kdrddiavarabhaktiparyantd  ity  arthdh\  aathjndydh  prayojanam : 
^vyanjanan  avardngam^  (xxLl)  iti. 

(^)  G,  M.  om.    ^  G.  M.  otM  ^^ddv  uUare  vib?idge  hrasvarh  vyaf^cmapara  (iiil). 

7.  yyaftjaneahv  ddydh  pancavinpativarnd  aparpaaarhjfid  bhor 
vanti:  ^kakdrddayo  makdrdntdh\  ^aarr\jildydh  prayojanam: 
aparpa  aparpaparah  (xiv.27)'.  atha  navd  ^^ditah  aamd- 
ndkahardni  (i.2);  ahodapd  ^^ditah  avardh  (i6)  itivad  ddita 
iti  vaktavya  ddyd  iti  pabddntaraprayogo  Wthdntaraailcakah : 
vyaf^janeahv  ddyd  na  tu  avareahv  ddyd  iti  vijtl^yam*. 

<*)  G.  M.  om.  ^  G.  M.  remove  to  end  of  exposition,  and  for  aparfaparah  read 
tparfa  ity  ddi.    ^  G.  M.  jfkeyam. 
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are  first  among  the  consonants,  not  first  among  the  vowels  (better, 
we  should  say,  not  first  in  the  whole  list).  Of  this  style  of  inter- 
pretation, wmch  forces  a  special  significance  into  very  innocent 
variations  of  phraseology,  we  shall  meet  with  other  and  more 
striking  examples  farther  on. 

Rule  xiv.27  is  given  as  instance  of  the  employment  of  the  tech- 
nical term  here  defined. 

8.  The  next  four  are  semivowels. 

The  four  semivowels  are  y,  r,  ^,  v.  The  rule  cited  by  the  con^- 
mentary  in  illustration  of  the  use  of  the  term  "  semivowel "  (anta^ 
sthd,  i.  e.  antah'Sthdy  '  standing  between,  intermediate  [between 
consonant  and  vowel] :'  see  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  i30)  is  one  (v.28) 
prescribing  the  treatment  of  final  m  before  an  initial  semivowel. 

9.  The  next  six  are  spirants. 

Namely,  the  three  sibilants,  p,  «A,  and  «,  the  jihvdmiUty a,  x,  the 
upadhmdntya^  %  and  the  aspiration,  A.  As  regards  the  sounds  to 
which  the  name  ilshtnan,  'flatus,'  shall  be  given,  the  phonetic 
treatises  are  greatly  at  variance.  The  Vaj.  Pr.  (viii.22)  limits  the 
class  to  the  sibilants  and  h;  the  Ath.  Pr.  (see  note  to  i31)  appar- 
ently adds  the  guttural  and  labial  spirants  and  the  more  indistinct 
visatjantt/a ;  the  Rik  Pr.  (i.*2),  these  and  the  anusvdra.  We  have 
an  equal  right  to  be  surprised  at  the  inclusion  of  this  last  in  the 
class,  and  at  the  exclusion  from  it,  by  our  treatise,  of  the  visar- 
janiya. 

To  instance  the  employment  of  "  spirant,"  the  comment  cites  the 
rule  (xiv.16)  forbidding  the  duplication  of  a  spirant  before  a  vowel. 

10.  Of  the  mutes,  the  successive  fives  are  the  series. 

The  commentary  paraphrases :  "  among  the  mutes,  five  and  five 
sounds,  in  their  order,  have  the  designation  '  series ;'  they  begin 
respectively  with  A;,  c,  t^  t^  jo,  and  end  with  n,  n,  n,  n,  m."     This 

8.  apar^bhyah  pare  catvdro  varnd  afitasthdsamjfld  bhavantL 

aamjhdydh  prayojanam :  ^antasthdparap  ca  savarnam  anvr 

ndaikam  (\.2S)  ity  ddi, 

*  A  lacuna  in  W.,  extending  to  the  word  prayqjanam  in  the  commentary  to  the 
next  rule. 

9.  antdsthdhhyah  pare  shad  varni  iishmasamjnd  bhavanti, 
sair^ndydh prayofanam :  Ushmd  svaraparah  (xiv.16)  ity  ddL 
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I 

exposition  is  in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the  context, 
the  treatise  being  here  engaged  in  defining  its  technical  terms. 
Otherwise,  we  might  divide pafica  paficavargdhy  and  trans- 
late, like  the  corresponding  rule  in  the  Rik  Pr.  (L2), '  there  are  five 
series,  of  five  each.'     * 

The  illustrative  rule  (xiv.20)  cited  in  the  comment  teaches  the 
non-duplication  of  a  mute  of  the  lingual  series  before  one  of  the 
dental  series. 

yMHJlHiMHHiM^rjS^lrlHl:  H  U «« 

11.  And  are  called  first,  second,  third,  fourth,  and  last. 

Each  Series  of  five  mutes,  that  is  to  say,  is  composed  of  a  surd, 
a  surd  aspirate,  a  sonant,  a  sonant  aspirate,  and  a  nasal,  as  ^,  <A,  d^ 
dh,  n;  and  these  classes  are  named  according  to  their  order  in  the 
several  series.  The  conmientator  makes  no  note  here  of  the  physi- 
cal differences  of  the  classes,  but  says  "  In  each  series,  the  sounds, 
in  their  order,  are  styled  first,  second,  third,  fourth,  and  last. 
Even  though  a  name  founded  on  enumeration  obviously  belongs 
to  them  [is  assured  them,  without  a  special  rule  to  that  effect],  yet, 
for  the  purpose  of  denying  appellation  on  the  ground  of  any  other 
enumeration,  the  technical  terms  *  first '  and  so  on  are  prescribed, 
to  enjoin  a  certain  enumeration (?).  How  so?  Why,  to  establish 
the  designation  '  first '  and  so  on  for  k  and  its  successors  alone,  and 
to  deny  to  the  vowels,  semivowels,  spirants,  etc.,  designations 
founded  on  their  enumeration."  And  he  proceeds  to  cite  four  rules 
(ii.9;xiv.l2,24;  viii.3:  but  the  southern  MSS.  cite  v.38  instead  of 
ii9)  as  examples  of  the  use  of  the  five  terms  defined. 

10.  sparpdndm  madhya  dnupiXrvyma  pancapaiica  vamid^  var- 
gasamjad  bhavanti:  ka-ca-tarta-jyddayo'  Tia-fia-na^na-mdntd  ity 
arthah,  aamjfldydh prayojanam :  tavargap  ca  tavargaparah 
(xiv.20)  itV 

»  B.  om. «  G.  M.  -pddydh.    «  W.  om.  the  cited  rule ;  G.  M.  ity  ddi. 

11.  ekdikasmin  varge  yathdkramena^  varndh  prathamadvUt- 
yatrttydcaturthottamasan^fid  bhavanti:  aiddhs  'pi  samkhydni- 
mitte  ndmanP  samkhydntardnahhidhdndrtham*  samkhydntaram^ 
kathayitum  prathamddisamjUdvidhdnam :  tctt  katham :  kakdrdr 
dindm  eva^ prathamddisamjfidpratyaydrtham:  svcfrdntast/ioshna- 
prabhrtishu  tatsarhkhydsathjiidpratishedhdrtham*.  sa  mjfldydh 
prayojanam:  prathama  iXshmaparo  dvittyam  (xiv.l2); 
trttyan  svaraghosha^vatparah  (viiiS);  hakdro  hacatur- 
theshu  (ii.9)V  nd  ''nuttama  uttamaparah  (xiv.24);  ity  ddi. 

*  G.  M.  -kramam.  *  G.  M.  ndmni.  ^  B.  samkhydntardhh- ;  G.  M  sariikhydbh" 
^  M.  aawjndrUaram :  as  to  the  true  reading  and  interpretation  of  this  clause  I  am 
by  no  means  confident  ^  G.  M.  om.  "  G.  M.  ^  samkh-.  "^  G.  M.  substitute  for 
this  rule  part  of  t.SS,  viz.  prathamc^iirvo  hakdrof  catwrtham  taaya  sasthdnam. 
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The  other  Prati9rikhya8  employ  the  same  designations  for  the 
mutes  (save  that  the  Vaj.  Pr.  also  calls  the  nasals  paiicama^ '  fifth '), 
but  without  taking  the  trouble  to  define  them  or  prescribe  their 
use  by  a  rule. 

12.  The  spirants,  visarjamya,  and  the  first  and  second 
mutes,  are  surd. 

The  Rik  Pr.  gives  (L2,3)  a  similar  statement ;  the  Ath.  Pr.  uses 
the  terms  "  surd  "  and  "  sonant "  without  defining  which  consonants 
form  each  class ;  the  Vaj.  Pr.  (i,60-53)  substitutes  for  the  terms 
arbitrary  formulas. 

The  physical  peculiarity  of  the  surd  utterance  is  defined  in  the 
next  chapter  (niles  5,10). 

The  commentator  illustrates  the  use  of  the  term  by  the  rule 
(ix.2)  concerning  the  treatment  o^viaarjantya  before  a  surd. 

^     i^^J    II  \^  II 

18.  Butnot/^. 

"  H  is  not  styled  a  surd ;  this  is  an  exception  rendered  necessary 
by  the  circumstance  that  A,  being  [by  i.9J  a  spirant,  would  other- 
wise be  mcluded  [by  the  last  rule]  in  the  class  of  surds,"  says  the 
comment. 

All  the  phonetic  treatises  treat  A  as  a  sonant.  For  further  defi- 
nition of  its  character,  see  rules  ii.6,9,46,47,  below. 

SRRWt   MNolH  II  X^  II 

14.  The  rest  of  the  consonants  are  sonant 

The  conmientary  enters  into  a  rather  lengthy  defense  of  the 
propriety  of  this  rule,  which  reads  literally  as  follows :  "  The  re- 
mainder of  the  consonants  other  than  the  surds  is  styled  sonant. 
Even  though,  when  the  surds  have  already  been  stated  in  rule  12, 
the  sonant  quality  of  the  rest,  on  the  principle  of  *  remainder,'  is 
assured — just  as,  when  it  is  said, '  of  Devadatta  and  Yajnadatta, 

12.  iishmdna^  ca  visatjaniyap  ca  prathamadvittyii^^  cd  ^gho- 
shasathjild  bhavarUi,  aamjfidydh  prayqjatiam :  aghoBhaparaB 
taaya  aaathdnam  itshmdnarn'  (ix.2)  ity  ddi^, 

>  B.  prcUhamof  ca  dv-.  «  W.  B.  omit  the  last  two  words  of  the  rule.  "  G.  M. 
om. 

18.  na  hhavaty  aghoafiasathjno^   haJcdrah :    lUhmatvdd  agho- 
9haih>e  prdpte  tculapavddo  'yam, 
1 W.  ^iko. 
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Devadatta  owns  no  Idne,^  the  conclnsion  is  assured  that  Yajna- 
datta  is  a  kine-owner — nevertheless,  the  indication  of  the  technical 
term  is  made  in  the  text-book,  for  the  sake  of  practical  conven- 
ience (?).  Also,  because  of  the  superiority  of  express  mention  over 
inclusion  in  a  remainder.  Otherwise — the  name  of  surd  is  denied 
to  h  by  rule  13,  nor  is  h  sonant,  there  being  no  rule  to  that  effect ; 
and  so  with  the  rest  of  the  consonants ;  the  vowels  are  also  in  like 
manner  not  sonant  and  not  surd — this  being  the  case,  when  the 
rule  shall  be  given  (ix. 8)  'also  when  followed  by  a  sonant,'  the 
doubt  would  arise,  'followed  by  a  sonant'  means  followed  by 
what  ?  Let  not  this  be  so :  in  this  view  the  present  rule  is  under- 
taken." It  is  added  "  In  this  rule,  the  distinctive  meaning,  in  the 
form  of  objection  and  replication,  is  set  forth  by  Mahisheya." 
And  the  rule  ix.8,  already  referred  to,  is  quoted  again  by  way  of 
illustration  of  the  use  of  the  term  "  sonant." 

The  Rik  Pr.  (i.3),  after  specifying  the  surd  letters,  leaves  the 
sonants  to  be  inferred  pdripeshydt^  '  by  the  remainder-principle,' 
as  is  expressly  pointed  out  in  the  commentary  on  the  passage  (see 
Regnier's  edition,  note  to  rule  Ll2). 

The  vowels  are  not  included  under  the  designation  ghoshavant 
'  sonant,'  although  (as  is  explained  in  rule  ii8)  formed  of  the  same 
material  with  the  sonant  consonants. 

Our  treatise  does  not,  like  the  other  Pr4ti9akhya8  (R.  Pr.  i.3 ; 
V.  Pr.  154;  A.  Pr.  LlO),  define  the  "first"  and  "third"  mutes  as 
soshman^ '  aspirated.' 

14.  aghoshsbhyo  *  vyaHjana^ho  ghoahavataamjfio  hhavati: 
yady  apy  Ushmavisaijantyaprathameshv*  aghosheahU  ^kteshu 
vyailjana^hasya  pdri^hydd  ghoshavattvam  siddham  :  yathd  * 
devadattayajfiaddttayor^  apagur  devadatta  ity  ukte  'parah  pa^vr 
mdn  iti  siddham :  tathd  ^pi  ^dstre  samvyavahdrdrtham*  aamjiid^ 
nirdepah  kriyate  :  pdripeshydd  apt  kanthokter  vi^hdf:  anyathd 
na  hakdrah  (i.l3)  iti  hakdrasyd  ^ghoshaaamjiid  nishidhyate:  nd 
''pi  hakdro  ghoshavdn:  vidhyabhdvdt:  tathdi  'wa  vyarljanapeshah: 
svard  api  tathd"^  na  ghoahavanto  nd  '*py  aghoahdh:  tathd  sati 
ghoshavatparap  ca  (ix.8)  iti  yatra*  vakahyati  tatra*  sarndehah 
sydt:  ghoshavatparo  ndma  kimpara  iti:  tan  md  bhtld  iti^dam 
8t7tram^'*  drabhyat€^\ 

vyaiTjanardpah  ^ho  vyafijanapeshah}^, 

atra  sdtre  codyaparihdrardpa^*  eaJut  vi^ho  mdhisheyaJbhd- 
shitaJi, 

aa ihjndydh prayqjanam :  ghoahavatparap  ca  (ix. 8)  ity  ddi, 

'  6.  M.  ins.  'nyo.  '  G.  M.  yshmavisa/rjamiye  ^ty.  *  B.  ins.  ca,  *  W.  'dattaitiyor. 
*  W.  sarnhdr-.  •  G.  M.  vireshaivdt  ^  G.  M.  om.  *  G.  M.  yairayatra.  •  G.  M. 
tatratatra.  '"  B.  fdstram.  "  G.  M  repeat  the  rule  itself  here.  '*  W.  om. ;  B. 
adds  yah  reshah.     '^  q  j^  Qm.  riipa. 
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15.  A^  pra^  ava^  upa^  abhi,  adhi^  prati^  pari^  tn,  ni — these 
are  prepositiona 

These  ten  words,  are  bnt  half  the  number  which  are  reckoned  as 
prepositions  by  the  Rik  and  Y&j.  Pr&ti9akh7as  (R.  Pr.  xiL6 ;  V. 
Pr.  yL24)  and  by  Panini  (see  the  gana  prddayaK),  The  commen- 
tator notes  the  discordance  with  f^&nmi,  and  mquires  why  the 
maker  of  this  rale  presnmingly  cats  short  the  list  of  prepositions 
with  the  word  iti  in  it.  His  reply  is,  that  only  so  many  are  recog- 
nized by  the  Tajar-Yeda.  Anotner  objection  which  he  raises  and 
remoyes,  arriving  at  the  comfortable  conclasion  '*  therefore  there  is 
no  discordance  whateyer,''  I  do  not  see  the  point  o£  The  discord- 
ance is  a  real  one,  and  difficult  to  explain.  The  term  preposition 
{upcuar^a)  is  used  in  three  of  the  rules  of  the  treatise,  yiz.  yi4 
(which  IS  the  cited  instance  in  the  commentary),  x.9,  and  ziy.8: 
for  the  bearing  of  the  restriction  in  number,  see  the  notes  ou  those 
rules. 

16.  A  sound  followed  by  Mra  is  the  name  of  that  sound. 

That  is,  for  example,  akdra  is  the  name  of  a,  ekdra  of  €,  and  so 
on.  The  V&j.  Pr.  (Ld7)  is  the  only  other  treatise  which  takes  the 
trouble  to  prescribe  this  usase,  conmion  to  them  all.  Our  own 
refers  to  it  also  in  a  later  rule  (xxiL4).  The  word  kdra  means 
^making,  producing.'  It  is  in  the  rules  of  the  Prati9akhya  added 
not  only  to  simple  alphabetic  sounds  (varna)  as  their  names,  but 
also  to  syllables  like  ah  and  an  (see  below,  rules  23,  53),  and  the 

15 ityete  pabdd  upasargasan^fld  bhavarUi.  nanu  prapard- 

pcuamanvavanirdurvyd'/iityddipdnintyd  vipeshena  bhanafUi\'  kor 

tha/m  atra  sUtrakrtd  nirargcdam  upasargd  itipabdena  samkucUd 

ticyarUe,    yqjurvedavUhaya  etdvanta  eve  Hi  mantavyam,    tarhi 

prapardpasam'  iti  eatmtccaye  vipeshapdthah*  katham  upaiabh- 

yaU^.    itiparatvavidhdne  tasya  tdtparyam  na  td  ^paeargasamjfid- 

vidhdne  vipeshapdthah*:  tasmdn  na  kenacid  virodhaK    aan^fid- 

ydh prayqfanam :  upaaarganishpHrvo  'nuddtte  pade  (yi4). 

Uipahdah  prakdravdet. 

1  W.  B.  and  G.p.m.  hktwanti.  '  B.  prdpapardvoBath ;  G.  M.  prdpoBom.  '  G.  M. 
vifeikah;  W.  vifMharhp-.    *  B.  'lakshyate.    *  W.  B.  vife$hahp: 

16.  kdroUaro  varno  varnaeyd  ^^khyd  bhavati.  yathd:  athdi 
^kdrekdrdv  (iy.8)  i$i^    kdrapabda  uttaro  yaemdd  asdu  kdrot- 

tarah. 

» 

>  a.  It  %  iAL 
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commentator  very  freqnently  tuses  it  to  make  names  for  briel 
words,  like  ea. 

Rule  iv.8,  respecting  e  and  %^  is  the  chosen  illustration  of  the 
combination  here  taught. 

17.  But  with  an  a  interposed,  in  the  case  of  the  consonants. 

That  is,  the  name  of  k^  for  instance,  is  {h-Orkdni)  kakdra. 
Compare  the  equivalent  rule,  Y^j.  Pr.  LdS. 

The  commentator  cites  rule  v.22,  respecting  the  conversion  of  t 
to  c. 

^  RlHsfHlMa«^l^lMlgtHHlMigV=ll(HliH- 
cWIHW  II  \^  II 

18.  Not  of  visarjantya^  jihvdmUMyaf  upadhmdmya^  anu- 
svdrQy  and  the  ndaikyas. 

The  term  ndsikya  designates  here,  of  course,  the  nasal  figments 
taught  in  rules  xxil2'14.  All  these  indistinct,  hardly  articulate, 
sounds  must  be  spoken  of  by  their  descriptive  titles,  not  by  any 
name  founded  upon  their  form.  The  commentator  explains  that 
the  appending  of  kdra  to  the  sounds  here  specified — ^wnich  would 
otherwise  be  regular,  since  they  come  under  the  category  of 
varnc^  'alphabetic  elements' — ^is  annulled  by  the  rule:  adding  as 
a  reason,  that  they  are  nowhere  met  with  thus  treated.  He  tnen 
I ■ 

17.  akdravyavakUo^    varnah    kdra^abdottaro    vyafffandndm 

dkhyd  bhavcUi.    yaJthfi:  takdrap   cakdram    (v.22)  ity  ddi. 
akdrena  vyavahUo*  *kdravyavetaK 
>  W.  -vyopoto.    *  W.  B.  put  this  word  after  the  cited  rule.    *  Qt.  M.  vyandh. 

18.  visarfantyddtndm  varnaivdvi^hdt  kdraUarcUvam  prdptam 
anena  nivartyate:  na  klujUu  viaaiyantyddindm  kdroUaratd  hhor 
vati:  kutah:  MirvaJbra  ^ prayogdm/^fHdatnbhdt,  nanu  yathd  var- 
nah kdrottaro  varndkhyd  (Ll6)  iti  varnapabdavdcycuydi  ^va 
kdrottaratvath  nakdro  nakdram  (viil  or  ziiL6)  iiy  ddi:  na  tu 
vdeakasydi^va^:  anyathd  varnakdra  Ui  9ydt :  tadvacT  visarjant- 
yddlndm  *  abrd  ^pi  vdcya>grahanam  eva  yvktam:  nd  ^nyathd: 
tathd  aati  vdcakaparatayd  vararucyddiviracitam*  uddharanam 
avasdne  raviaarjantya  (xiv.l5)  Uy  ddy  airuciram:  iti  eet: 
mdi  ^vam  mangthdh:  vdcydndm*  kevaldndm  aprayogdd  atra  vd- 
eyavdcakayor  abhedavivakshayd  aUtrasaranir  ity  uddharanaga- 
manikd,'* 

1  G.  IL  ins.  UOkd,  '  a.  IL  om.  eva  *  W.  tod  «  O.  M.  ins.  «y.  >  W.  B.  foro- 
ryedi-;  G.  H.  ffdrantedd-,    *  W.  B.  vdeyddindm.    *  W.  -i^Mn  ffom^. 
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goes  on  to  raise  and  refute  a  very  subtile  and  hair-splitting  objec- 
tion. In  rule  16,  he  says,  kdra  is  prescribed  to  be  added  not  to 
the  vocable  (vdcaka)  varna^ '  sound,'  itself,  but  only  to  the  thing 
designated  (vdcya)  by  that  vocable ;  so  likewise  in  this  rule  it  is 
proper  to  understand  by  visarjantya  etc.  the  things  designated  by 
those  words,  and  nothing  else  (and  hence,  the  rule  must  not  be 
interpreted  as  implying  that  visarjantya  and  the  other  names 
given  are,  in  default  of  those  formed  with  kdra,  the  accepted  de- 
signations for  the  sounds  in  question).  This  being  the  case,  the 
illustrations  given  under  the  rule  by  Vararuci  and  others — ^namelv, 
rule  xiv.l5,  speaking  of  r  and  ''^  visaijaniya^^  as  not  liable  1k)  dupli- 
cation— is  an  unsuitable  one.  Such  is  the  objection.  The  teply 
is:  you  must  not  think  so;  since  the  sounds  designated  by  the 
terms  in  the  rule  are  actually  nowhere-  employed  by  themselves  (as 
designations),  the  rule  simply  intends  to  include  designation  and 
thing  designated  in  one  expression;  and  the  quoted  example  is 
proper  enough. 

19.  Of  r,  however,  epha  forms  the  name. 

That  is  to  say,  the  technical  designation  of  r  is  repha;  ra  being 
also  admitted,  by  rule  21,  below :  rakdra  is  not  found  anywhere  in 
the  Hindu  grammatical  literature.  This  peculiarity  of  treatment 
of  r,  as  compared  with  the  other  consonants,  is  to  be  paralleled 
with  the  way  in  which  it  is  written  in  consonant  groups,  almost  as 
if  a  voweL  * 

The  Vaj.  Pr.  has  an  equivalent  rule  (L40). 

The  word  tu, '  however,'  in  this  rule,  according  to  the  cotnmen- 
tator,  is  meant  to  deny  the  application  to  r  of  both  the  rules  16 
and  17.  Some,  he  says,  hold  that  it  denies  only  rule  17,  or  the 
insertion  of  a  between  r  and  the  appended  kdra^  but  this  is 
wrong ;  for  it  would  imply  that  the  name  of  r  was  made  some- 
times by  appending  kdra  and  sometimes  by  appending  epha,  just 
as  an  alternation  is  in  fact  allowed  by  rule  21  oelow  oetween  ra 
and  repha,  and  exemplified  by  rules  villi  and  xxil5;  while  no 

19.  rasya  tv  ephu^hda^  dkhyd  bhavati.  yathd:  rephoahma- 
parah^  (xiiL2)  iti,  rephasya  vyafljanatvdvii^eahdt  prdptarh  kdrot- 
taratvam  akdravyavetatvam  cq:  tad  ubhayam  hcpabdo  nivdra- 
yati.  anye  tv  anyathd  majiyante  :  akdravyavetatvam  eve  Hi :  tad 
asddhu :  tathd  sati  kaddcid  ephottaratd*  kaddcit  kdrottaratd  ce  Hi 
viknlpah  sydt :  yathd  ^kdro  vyafLjandndm  (l21)  iti  vidhdndd 
vikalpah:  tathd  hi*  rephoshmasamyoge  rephaavarahhak- 
tih*  (xxLl5);  rashahpiZrvo  havani  (villi)  ity  ddi:  na  tv  evarh 
kdrottaratvam  apt  vikalpena*  svlhrtatn'  kutracit:  tasmdd  asmad- 
ukta  eva  yuktas  tu^ahddrthah, 

1  G.  M.  reph-;  and  M.  reads  rephaa  in  the  rule  itself.  *  W.  ^himofdbda.  '  B. 
rephakOyaTaid;  W.  reph-.    *  W.  B.  'pt.    »  W.  B.  om.    •  G.  M.  mka,    ^  G.  M.  iak. 
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instance  of  a  name  formed  with  kdra  is  anywhere  to  be  met  with. 
This  is  a  very  easy  demolition  of  a  very  insignificant  man  of  straw. 

^^   <Ml!fM(^MIUII*j[llt^oH       1 

20.  The  short  vowel,  with  varna  afber  it,  is  the  name  of  the 
three  vowels. 

The  "  three  vowels  "  referred  to  are  the  three  quantities — short, 
Ions,  and  protracted — of  the  vowels  a,  /,  m,  respectively ;  var/ia, 
in  tms  case,  indicating  only  the  '  color,'  or  phonetic  complexion^  of 
the  vowel,  without  regard  to  its  len^h.  The  Ath.  Pr.  has  the 
same  usage  of  this  term,  but  without  defining  it  by  rule.  As  our 
treatise  acknowledges  no  protracted  r,  and  neither  a  long  nor  a 
protracted  Z,  it  does  not  admit  the  compounds  rvarna  and  Ivarna: 
of  the  other  three  it  frequently  avails  itself  The  instance  selected 
by  the  commentator  is  rule  x.4,  which  directs  the  combination  of 
a  with  a  following  t,  i,  is  into  e. 

21.  An  a  forms  the  names  of  consonants. 

This  rule  allows  us  to  call  a  consonant  not  only,  as  prescribed 
in  rules  16  and  17  above,  by  a  name  formed  by  adding  kdra  with 
a  interposed,  but  also  by  one  formed  with  a  alone,  'fiie  commen- 
'  tator's  example  is  rule  v. 22,  where  t  and  c  are  referred  to  as  to- 
kdra^  cakdra,  and  p,  c  again,  and  cA,  as  pa,  ca,  and  cha.  If  some- 
thing merely  additional  to  the  kdra^  instead  of  alternative  with  it, 
\^ere  intended  in  the  rule,  we  are  told,  rule  17  would  be  made 
meaningless.  But,  says  an  objector,  why  use  kdra  at  all  for  the 
purpose,  when  even  along  with  it  the  a  has  to  be  brought  into 
requisition  ?  let  this  alone  furnish  the  name.  The  reasonableness 
of  the  objection  is  conceded,  but  the  commentator  alleges  as  suffi- 
cient justification  of  the  practice  followed,  that  it  is  in  accordance 
with  that  of  the  ^iksha  and  other  text-books. 

He  continues:  others  assert  that  the  a  added  to  a  consonant 
indicates  (not  that  consonant  pure  and  simple,  but)  a  syllable  com- 
posed of  the  consonant  and  any  following  vowel ;  as  for  instance 
m  rule  ix.3,  "  viaarjantya  followed  by  ksha  is  not  assimilated ;" 
where  the  examples  are  manaJi  ksheme  (v.2.1^),  ghandghanah 
kshobhaiiah  (iv.6.4* :  so  all  the  MSS.,  both  here  and  under  ix.3 ; 
my  MS.  of  the  Sanhita  reads  kshobJuinih)),  and  tikthapdaah  kahdma 
(ii.6.12*).  This  is  unsound;  for  then  we  should  have  to  read  ishe 
tvd  (for  ishe  tvd^  i.1.1  et  al.^,  by  the  rule  vill3,  "afler  vdghd  and 
shaj  t  becomes  f /"  which  is  wrong.     Moreover,  in  the  rule  (xii 

20.  varnottaro  hrasvo  *  hrasvadtrghaplutdndm  dkhyd  bhavati, 
yathd :  ivarnapara  ekdram  (xA)  ity  ddi,  varn apabda  uUaro 
yasmdd  asdu  varnoUarah, 

'  O.  M.  ins.  traydr^rii. 
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4^  "ya,  vd,  na^  Aa,  when  followed  by  vowels,"  the  final  specifica- 
tion would  be  useless,  because  already  implied  in  the  names  siven 
to  the  letters.  Hence  the  opinion  referred  to  is  wrong,  and  the 
name  taught  by  the  rule  indicates  the  consonant  alone. 

As  for  the  actual  usage  of  the  treatise,  it  is  somewhat  equally 
divided  between  the  two  modes  of  designation  of  the  consonants ; 
names  formed  with  a  alone  occur  nearly  sixty  times ;  with  akdra, 
nearly  eighty  times.  This  is  exclusive  of  r,  which  is  called  ra  four 
times,  repha  fifteen  times. 

Compare  rule  L39  of  the  Y&j.  Pr. 

y^uiHi  ^  II  t^t^  II 

22.  As  also,  of  a  cited  word. 

The  term  grahana  is  used  in  only  two  other  rules  of  the  Pr&ti- 
o&khya  (i24,50),  but  occurs  in  the  commentary  times  innumerable, 
m  the  sense  of '  citation,  word  taken  or  extracted  from  the  Sanhiti 
to  be  made  the  subject  of  some  prescription '  (root  grahy  *  seise, 
take ').  The  commentator,  however,  gives  it  an  artificial  and  false 
etymology  J  it  denotes,  he  says,  either  a  word  respecting  which 
something  is  to  be  enjoined  (lakshya),  or  one  whicn  is  the  cause 
(nimitta)  of  an  effect  produced  in  some  other  word.  The  former 
is  called  grahatia  because  it  is  "  seized  '*  (i  e.  "  affected  *') :  the 
latter,  because  something  is  '^  seized  "  or  '^  affected  "  by  it.  It  is, 
he  continues,  a  part  of  a  word,  a  theme  or  base.  The  ca^ '  also,'  of 
the  rule  brings  forward,  or  indicates  the  continued  implication  of, 
the  a  of  the  preceding  rule.  The  meaning  is,  then,  that  a  forms 
the  name  of  a  citation,  a  theme,  in  whatever  situation  it  may  occur. 

21.  vyaf^fandndm  aJcdra  dkhyd  bhavati,  yathd:  takdrap  car 
kdran^  pacachaparah  (v.22)  ity  ddL  kdrapabdotUxnUvam 
idam  ca  vikalpyate:  aamtuscaye  tv  akdravyaveto  vyafljand- 
ndm  (Ll7)  iti  vyartharh  9ydt.  nanu  tarhi  kdrattaratd^  ieifnair^ 
thd*:  taddntm  apt  svarHpend*  ^kdraldhhdt:  sa  evd  ^^khyd  bhavatu, 
Mtyam:  pikshddipdatraprasiiMhasamketdntisdrene*  Hi  parihdrah. 
apare  tu  aamgiratUe :  akdrah  sarvasvardfUasya  vyafffana^ya  grd- 

hakaUi:  yaJtMf:  man- ;  ghan- ;  ukth- ;  ityddina 

kshaparah  (ix.3)  iti  nishedha^yo  ^ddharanam  gydd  iti,  tad  asd- 
ram:  kutah':  vdghdshapHrvas  task  tarn  (viLl3)  iU  ahapHr- 

vaJtndJt^  takdrasya  tatve  krte  iah- iti  sydt:  tac  cd  ^nishtam: 

kith  ca:  yavanahaavarapareahv*  (xii.4)  iti  atra  svarapara- 
pabdo  vyarthah  sydt :  bhavanmate  sarvasvardntasya^*  svtkdrani- 
yamdt:  tasmdd  anupapannam  eva^^  tan  matam  manmahe:  kim  tu 
varnamdtrasyd  ^^khyd, 

*  W.  B.  omit  these  first  two  words  of  the  rule.    *  G.  M.  ^vam.    >  a.  M.  -iham. 

*  G.  M.  (wyavdyarA'.    *  G.  M.  sdrdya.    ^  W.  om.    ^  G.  M.  om.    ^  G.  M.  duUvapu-. 

*  W.  yava$iahapara8var'.    *^  G.  M.  -niamdiratya,    "  G.  M.  evdL 
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That  is  to  say,  if  a  word  be  cited  in  the  text  of  a  rule  by  its  theme- 
endine  a,  all  its  cases  or  other  derivative  forms  are  to  be  re- 
garded as  equally  had  in  view  by  the  role.  Reference  is  twice 
made  to  this  principle  hereafter  by  the  commentator  (nnder  roles 
vild  and  z.14),  to  justify  such  inclusions.  The  latter  of  the  cases 
he  here  brines  up,  as  example  of  a  nimitta^  or  citation  of  an  affect- 
ing cause ;  the  cited  word  is  oshtha^  which  is  declared  to  occasion 
the  loss  of  a  preceding  a  or  d  ;  the  only  two  instances  of  this  com- 
bination which  the  Sanhit4  contains  are  quoted  in  illustration,  viz. 
9v6IC^  ashthdbhf/dm  (vii.3.16^),  and  upaf/dmam  adharen^  oahthena 
(v.  7. 12^.  As  example  of  a  laJcshya^  or  citation  of  a  word  to  be 
determined  by  rule,  he  quotes  the  end  of  rule  xvl26,  with  its  illus- 
trative citations,  hiK^Ua^  caturthah  (v.5.0^),  and  kifipildya  car 
kshayandya  ca  (iv.5.0^).  This  latter  example  is  not  very  well 
chosen,  as  the  case  is  a  somewhat  difficult  and  anomalous  one  (see 
the  note  on  xvL26). 

This  rule,  like  some  of  those  that  follow,  is  of  very  small  value, 
since  final  a  is  not  the  necessary  sign  of  a  cited  theme  in  which 
other  cases  are  included;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  parts  of  words 
not  ending  in  a  are  often  cited  *'for  the  sake  of  tne  inclusion  of 
many  woras"  {Jbahdpdddndftham). 

fsr:^  4*|JHRl*lf^Hli4HI*j[  11:^^11 

28.  ^  A  makes  the  name  of  an  increment,  or  of  an  element 
suffering  alteration  or  elision.  , 

Here,  again,  is  a  precept  hardly  called  for,  as  the  construction 
and  connection  of  each  rule  shows  in  what  way  any  nominative  it 
contains  is  to  be  understood,  without  such  an  explanation  as  this, 
which  applies  only  to  a  part  of  the  cases,  and  is  unable  to  teach  us 
which  of  the  three  possibilities  it  contemplates  is  the  actuality  in 
any  given  case.  Moreover,  it  is  faultily  expressed,  and  the  com- 
mentator is  obliged  to  explain  that  ah  here  stands  for  the  ending 
of  the  nominative  case,  in  the  dual  and  plural  as  well  as  the  singu- 
lar. He  quotes  in  illustration  five  rules:  xiv.5  exemplifies  a 
singular  increment;  viil,  a  singular  altered  element;  v.  19,  a 
sing^ular  elision;  v.25,  two-fold  ^tered  elements;  xxil2,  plural 
increments. 

22.  ^laJcshyam  nimUtam  ca  grahanam  ity  ucyaie:  grhyata*  Ui 
ffrahanam:  grhyata  anene  ^ti  nimiUam  apt  grahanam:  paddir 
kade^ah  prdtipadikam  iti  ydvat:  cakdrah  pHrvasHtroktam  akd- 
ram  dkar$hati:  grahanasya  prdtipadikasya  $arvdvasthasyd  ^kdra^ 
dkhyd  bhavati.    yaihd:  ki^pilakiripild  (xvL26)  %H  parakin- 

pla^abdo   lakshyam   uddharanam:    yaihd:    kirLfi-   eat- V 

kifip-  caknh- ;  o$hthevahparo  lupyate  (x.14)  Ui  tu*  ni- 

vniUam:  yathd:  svd- ;  upay- 

(^  W.  fauerts  fhiB  paasage  out  of  plaoe,  between  rule  19  and  its  oommentaiy. 
*  G.  grahafyata.    '  G.  IL  omit  this  example.    ^  G.  M.  om. 
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Rule  28,  below,  is  very  intimately  connected  with  this,  and  the 
insertion  of  rules  26-27  between  is  quite  unaccountable. 

Rik  Pr.  i  14  includes  the  second  of  the  three  specifications  here 
made,  along  with  rule  28. 

5n^  m  II  t^^  II 

24.  Or  the  simple  citation. 

The  commentator  says :  "  Of  these — namely  the  increment  etc. — 
there  is  in  some  cases,  alternatively,  citation;  the  mieaning  is, 
without  any  oA."  And  he  goes  on  to  quote  three  rules,  in  which 
increment  (xvi29),  alteration  (viiS),  and  elision  (v.  15)  are  taught 
otherwise  tnan  as  prescribed  in  the  preceding  rule — which  is  not, 
however,  thus  amended  into  acceptableness. 

25.  In  case  of  doubt,  citation  is  made  of  the  next 

This  rule,  occurring  where  it  does,  appears  to  have  been  inter- 
polated by  an  afterthought,  attaching  itself  to  the  word  graha- 
7iam^ '  citation,'  of  the  preceding  rule,  without  regard  to  the  con- 
nection in  which  that  word  is  used.  The  meaning  is,  that  when 
the  mere  citation  of  a  word  from  the  Sanhita  would  leave  a  doubt 
as  to  which  occurrence  of  the  word  is  intended,  some  part  of  the 
context,  a  word  or  part  of  a  word,  is  cited  along  with  it.  But  the 
commentator's  first  example  and  its  exposition  are  quite  peculiar. 
He  quotes  svayamdtrnndm  ca  vikarmih  oo  ^ttame  (v.3.7^),  and 
remarks :  "  There  being  a  doubt,  owing  to  the  occurrence  of  two 
oa's  in  this  passage,  which  of  them  is  to  be  taken  to  give  the 
/>ra^n7Aa-character  [to  uttame],  the  one  next  to  the  proper  subject 
of  the  rule   [kdryabhdj,  'the  word  undergoing  the  prescribed 

23.  (Igamddtndm  ahkdra  dJchyd  bhavati:  ahJcdra  itiprathamd- 
vibhakter  upalak^hanam,  dgamasya  yathd:  ^dvittyacatur- 
thayos  tu  vyanjanottarayoh  pHrvah  (xiv.6);  vikdrino  ya- 
thd\'  atha  nakdro  nakdram  (viLl);  lopino  yathd:  tiah- 
thantyekayd  sapHrvah  (v.  19);  ity  ekavacandni :  lapardu 
lakdram  (v.26);  iti  dvivacanam:  dnupiirvydn  ndsikydh 
(xxi.l2);  iti  ba/iuvaca?mm.  dgamag  ca  vikdri  ca  lopt  cd  '*'*gama- 
vikdrilopuiah :  teshdm, 

0)B  om. 

24.  teshdm  dgamddindm  kvacid  grahanam  vd  bhavati :  ahkdr 
rena  vtnd  ^pi  HV  tdtparyam,  dgamasya  ycUhd:  ddiranhatir 
(xvi29)  ity  ddi:  vikarino  yathd:  hanyddupyamdnam  ca 
(vii3)  ity  ddi:  lopino  yathd:  eshaaaaya  {yA5)  ity  ddi. 

*  G.  M.  om.  iH. 
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effect*]  is  to  be  assumed,  in  the  rule  reading  co  Htame  [iv.ll]." 
He  seems  to  suppose  that  the  "  doubt "  referred  to  in  the  rule  con- 
cerns the  point,  which  of  the  two  preceding  ca's  is  joined  with 
tUtame  in  the  precept  that  establishes  the  latter's  character  as  a 
pragraha  word,  and  that  we  need  authority  for  understanding  that 
the  latter  of  the  two  is  taken.  This  is  little  less  than  silly.  His 
other  example  is  taken  from  rule  iv.l6,  where  d  prahatt  is  made 
pragraha^  the  d  being  the  final  letter  of  the  preceding  word  yunjd 
{yunjd  prshati^  iv.6.9*). 

Under  a  later  rule  (iv.23)  this  principle  is  twice  referred  to,  and 
very  curiously  and  artificially  applied.     See  the  note  to  that  rule. 

26.  Even  of  more  than  one. 

The  genitive  in  this  rule  is  grammatically  inconsistent  with  the 
accusative  of  the  one  preceding,  which  I  had  to  translate  inaccu- 
rately in  order  to  make  the  connection  evident.  The  commentator 
declares  the  "  even  '*  (apt)  here  to  continue  in  force  the  word  aarhr 
dehe^  *in  case  of  doubt,'  which  is  hardly  to  be  approved.  He 
interprets :  "  When  there  is  ambiguity,  citation  is  made  of  more 
than  one  word  or  sound,"  and  quotes  tishthanty  ekayd  (v.  19) 
and  evo  ^ttare  (iv.ll)  as  examples.  But  in  these  we  have  only  one 
additional  word  cited,  though  more  than  one  additional  letter ;  so 
that  both  are  properly  examples  under  the  preceding  rule.  There 
is  no  case,  I  beUeve,  where  more  than  one  word  requires  to  be 
cited  along  with  that  at  which  the  rule  aims ;  of  a  part  of  a  word 
containing  more  than  one  letter  we  have  instances  in  vi2,5  etc.  I 
see  no  good  reason,  however,  why  these  should  not  be  regarded  as 
authorized  bv  the  preceding  rule,  and  this  one,  accordingly,  omit- 
ted as  superfluous. 


^mt    dii\\T\(\    ^^J^KJW^^W 


27.  A  first  mute,  followed  by  the  word  "  series,"  is  the  name 
of  the  series. 

26.  samde/ie  ^cUy^   daannam  ^varnam  padam^  vd  grhntydt: 

8v  ay- ity  atra  cakdradvayasambhavdtpragrahanimittatcena 

katara^o  ^pdddnam  kartavyam  Ui  samdehs  ya^  daannam  kdr- 
yabh^as  tad  eva  svtkartavydm  co  Htame  (iv.ll)  Ui  stitre*.  var- 
nasya  yathd:  d  prahati  (iv.l5)  ity  ddi. 

'  W.  om.    <*)  G.  M.  padarh  vamam.    '  G.  M.  yadd.    *  W.  B.  sarvatra. 

26.  aamdeha  anekdaya  padasya  varnaaya  vd  grahanam  bha- 
vati:  (xpifobdah  aamdeha  ity  anvddi^i\  yathd':  tiahthanty 
ekayd  aapHrvah  (v.l9);  evo  Htare  (iv.ll)  ity  ddi. 

<  G.  U  ddifoH.    >  W.  B.  om. 
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The  commentator's  example  is  rule  xiv.20,  "  the  ^^eries,  followed 
by  the  ^8e^ies ;"  that  is  to  say,  a  lingual  mute  followed  by  a  den- 
tal    Compare  Vaj.  Pr.  i.64. 


?f   R(*I(W  \\^t:\\ 


28.  Am  makes  tbe  name  of  a  product  of  alteration. 

This  is  the  correlative  rule  to  23,  above,  from  which  it  has 
become  strangely  separated.  The  commentator  explains,  as 
before,  that  am  stands  here  as  representative  of  the  accusative 
case  in  any  number;  but  the  two  examples  he  gives  {v.38  and 
viil)  are  both  of  them  such  as  the  rule  might  strictly  apply  to 
without  any  such  extension  of  its  meaning. 


^  ^  ^:  n  t^^  II 


29.  By  preceding  is  meant  preceding. 

A  rule  expressed  in  the  form  of  an  identical  proposition  cannot 
be  claimed  to  cast  much  light  of  itself,  but  demands  a  comment  as 
its  essential  part.  Our  conmientator  explains :  "  Whatever  word 
is  pointed  out  by  the  qualification  *  preceding,*  that  word  is  to  be 
understood  as  designated  by  its  own  form  in  that  situation  alone ; 
but  not,  on  account  of  identity  of  form,  another  word  standing  in 
a  different  situation.  Thus,  by  the  rules  (iv.  12,13)  ^  dydvdprthivt 
IS  pragraha;  also  the  preceding  word,'  the  word  ydvatt  is  made  a 
pragrdha  m  ihe  passage  ydvatt  dydvdprthivt  mahitvd  (iiL2.6*); 
but  it  is  not  therefore  pragraha  in  the  passage  ydvatt  vdi  prthivi 
(v.2.3»)." 

80.  By  following  is  meant  succeeding. 

27.  vargapabdoUarah  prathamah  avavargasyd^  ^^khyd  bhavcUi: 
tavargap  ca  tavargaparah  (xiv.20)  iti.  vargapabda  uUaro 
yaamdd  aadu  vargottarah, 

*  W.  om.  tvcu 

28.  am  iti  ^ahdo  vikdraayd  ^^khyd  bhavati:  am  iti  dvittydvi- 
bhakter  upaJakshanam.  yathd:  prathamapHrvo  hakdra^ 
caturtham  {v,38);  atha  nakdro  nakdram  (viLl). 

29.  yah  pdrvapabdena  nirdiehtah^  sa  tatrdi  'va  svena  rilpeno 
^palakshito  jUdtavyah :  na  tu  rttpasdrndnydd  anyo  bhinnade^- 
athah,  yathd^:  dydvdprthivt:  pHrvap  ca  (i v.  12,13)  iti*  pra- 
graha bhavatt  Hi  vakshyati:  pHrvatvdd  ydv- iti  ydvatt^ab- 

dah pragrahah :  ydv- iti  tu*  na  sydt pragrahah. 

^  Or,  U,  vifiOiyate,    •  W.  om.    'G.  M.  om.    *  a.  U, -viahyaH,    «  G.  M.  olro. 
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This  is  the  counterpart  of  the  preceding  rule,  and  is  explained 
by  the  commentator  in  corresponding  terms.  His  illustration  is 
taken  from  rules  iv.  49,60,  where  doe  and  the  word  following  it  are 
declared  pragraha.  In  the  passage,  then,  dve  jdye  vindate 
{Y\,^A^)^jdye  18 pragraha,  but  not  in  the  passage  yonir  asi  jdya 
e  'hi  (L7.9» :  G.  M.  omit  e  'hi). 

The  rule  is  only  once  referred  to  hereafter,  namely  under  iv.62 ; 
and  there  for  a  purpose  which  it  was  not  intended  to  answer. 

31.  R  and  I  are  short 

As  examples  of  short  r  and  I,  the  commentator  cites  rtavo  vdi 
(vii2.6'),  and  aklptaaya  klptydi  {v.4.8*). 

82.  Also  a. 

"Also"  (ca),  says  the  commentator,  brings  forward  the  implica- 
tion of  "  short "  from  the  preceding  rule.  His  example  of  short  a 
is  ayampurah  (iv.3.2*  or  4.3*). 

^  ^   HHH^IHH^!  II  ^%  II 

33.  Also  any  vowel  having  the  same  quantity  with  the  latter. 

Here  again,  the  "  also  "  continues  the  implication  of  the  predicate 
of  rule  31,  we  are  told.  The  only  vowels  contemplated  by  the 
rule,  farther,  are  i  and  w,  since  there  is  an  absence  of  the  attribute 
of  like  quantity  with  a  in  the  diphthongs.  As  examples  from  the 
Sanhit^  are  quoted  ishe  tvd  (Ll.l  et  al.),  upaprayanto  adhva/ram 
i5.5  *  or  7  * :  W.  B.  omit  adhvaram),  and  atrd  ''ha  tad  urugd- 
ya^a  (i.3.6^  :  but  see  the  various  readings  below).  The  conmien- 
tator  then  raises  the  objection  (without  introducing  it,  as  usual, 

30.  yah  para  ity  onena  vi^hyate  so  'pi  tatrdi  'va  svena  rdpena 
pratyetavyah,    yathd:  dve:  parap  ca  {iv.49,50)  iti^  pragraho 

bhavatt  'ti  vakshyati:  paratvdd  dvejd- ity  atra  jdye  iti* 

pragrahah:  *yo- ity  atra  *  napragrahah\ 

1  G.  M.  om.    <  G.  M.  ins.  fabdah,    <^  B.  om.    *  a.  M.  iaa.  iu, 

31.  rkdra^  ca  Ikdra^  ca  hrasvasamJMu  bh^vatah.  yathd\' 
rt- ;  ak- 

»  W.  B.  om. 

32.  akdrap  ca  hrasvasamjflo  bhavati:  cakdro  hrasvcUvam^  anv- 
ddi^ti,    yathd:  ay- iti. 

>0.  IL-«vam. 
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with  nanu)^  that  the  matter  of  the  three  rules  should  have  been 
put  into  this  form :  "^  is  short :  also  any  vowel  having  like  quan- 
tity with  it ;"  because,  as  actually  stated,  they  are  hable  to  the 
reproach  of  saying  the  same  thing  over  twice  (since  r  and  I  are  of 
the  same  quantity  as  a,  and  are  therefore  included  in  the  prescrip- 
tion of  the  present  rule).  But  he  replies  that  the  statement  is 
ri^ht  in  its  present  shape ;  for  r  and  I  mhere  in  r  and  I ;  and  one 
might  therefore  suppose  that,  being  letters  of  more  than  one  articu- 
lating position,  they  suffered  an  extension  of  quantity,  and  were 
not  short :  hence  the  special  rule  concerning  them.  The  treatise, 
as  was  noticed  above  (under  L2),  nowhere  describes  the  formation 
of  r  and  Z,  though  it  excludes  them  from  the  category  of  simple 
vowels. 
The  rule  of  the  V&j.  Pr.  (i66)  is  nearly  the  same  with  this. 

34.  Also  anusvdra. 

The  implication  being  the  same  as  in  the  preceding  rules,  anu- 
$vdra  is  here  defined  as  having  the  quantity  of  a  short  voweL  The 
commentator  explains  the  occasion  for  the  rule  as  follows:  rule 
xxi.6,  which  teaches  that  antiavdra  and  svarabhakti  are  to  be  at- 
tached to  the  preceding  vowel  in  syllabication,  implies  the  oonso- 
•  nantal  character  of  the  former ;  whence,  by  rule  3Y,  below,  it  would 
have  the  quantity  of  a  half-mora,  and  its  true  quantity  of  a  mora 
requires  special  definition. 

The  Vaj.  Pr.  (iv.  147,148)  allows  antisvdra  to  make  with  a  pre- 
ceding vowel,  either  long  or  short,  two  moras,  oddly  enough  dis- 
tributing the  time  between  the  two  elements,  vowel  and  nasal,  in 
such  a  way  that  the  latter  has  a  mora  and  a  half  after  a  short 
vowel,  the  vowel  being  itself  shortened  to  a  half-mora,  while  after 
a  long  vowel  the  nasal  is  itself  cut  down  to  a  half-mora,  and  a 
mora  and  a  half  are  assigned  to  the  vowel — ^a  highly  artificial  ar- 

83.  tend  '*kd/rma  yas  tiUyakdlah  svarah  sa  ca  hrasvo  hhavati: 

aJtrd^  ^pi  caJcdro  hrasvdde^aJcdh*:  ikdra  ukdrap  ce'  Hy  artha/i: 

sarhdhyakshardndm   samdruzkdlatvdbhdvdt*.    ycUhdi:    ish- ; 

up- ;  atr- *    akdro  hrasva^  tena  ca  samdnakdlasvara  ity 

drahdhavyam:  rkdrcUkdrdu  hrasvdv  iti  M  nd  ^rabdhavyam: 

evam  drabhyamdne  punarukUxtayd  gduravam  bhaved  iti.  ucyate : 

drabdhavyamevdi  ^tat:  kutah:  rkdrcUkdrayor  cmtard^  rephal<zkd' 

rdustdh:  tattatsthdncUvdd*  anayoh  kdlavyabhicdrah  sydt:  hroB- 

vatvam  na^^  gamyeta^\'  tan  md  bkdd  ity  evam  drabhyate:  rkdral- 

kdrdv  "  iti. 

1  Or.  M.  taJbrd.  '  6.  M.  hraevatvddefokah  Mtmdndkdla  avara  iti.  '  Qt.  M.  om. 
*  a.  M.  'kdlasvaraivd'.  &  W.  om.  *  6.  atrd  '^ha  only;  G.  M.  atra  hy;  both  as  if 
the  introduction  to  what  follows.  ''  G.  M.  om.  ^  G.  M.  anantare,  *  G.  U..  tatsih-. 
10  B.  om.    1*  G.  M.  avagamyate,    >'  G.  M.  in&  hraevdu. 
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rangement.  The  Rik  Pr.  gives  no  special  statement  respecting 
the  quantity  of  the  nasal  element,  but  leaves  it  to  be  included 
among  the  other  consonants,  which  have  half  a  mora  of  time  each. 
All  the  "  short  *'  elements  being  now  enumerated,  the  commenta- 
tor quotes,  as  example  of  the  employment  of  the  term  "  short," 
rule  iiLl.    As  example  of  awt^wdra,  he  quotes  tdn  haste  (vil.3^). 


HHNI-^ifef:  II  Hn 


35.  An  element  of  twice  that  quantity  is  long. 

The  literal  meaning  of  this  rule  is,  says  the  commentator,  that 
one  of  the  before-mentioned  short  vowels,  when  doubled,  is  long ; 
but  its  virtual  intent  is  that  a  vowel  having  twice  the  quantity  of 
a  short  is  long.  I  have  translated  in  accordance  with  the  latter 
interpretation.  As  example  of  the  use  of  the  term  "loufif"  is 
quoted  rule  x.2,  respecting  the  coalescence  of  two  similar  smiple 
vowels  into  the  corresponding  long  voweL 

86.  An  element  of  three  times  that  quantity  is  protracted. 

The  commentator  explains  the  virtual  meaning  of  this  rule  in 
the  same  manner  as  that  of  the  preceding,  and  quotes  in  illustra- 

•^4.  bhavaty  anu8vdrag  ca^  hraavasamjilah.    yathd:    tdn 

eakdro  hrasvdnvdkaraJMikah^:    anuavdrah  svarabhaktic  ca 

(xxi6)  iti  avarapratyaAgatvavidhdndcT  anusvdrasya  vyafijanor 

tvam:  tathd  sati  hraav drdhakdlam  vyafijanam  (i.37)  ity 

ijtrd*  Wdhamdtratvam^  prdptam^:  tan  md  hhUd  iti  hrasvatoarh 

vidhtyate.    hrasvasamjfldydh  prayqjanam :  vihhdge  hraavam 

vyafijanaparah  (iiil)  iti. 

'  G.  M.  apt.  '  G.  M.  hraJsvdk-,  '  MSS.  avararhpr-;  W.  'ngamdh-.  *  G.  M.  om. 
»G.  M. -*w.    *G.U,-te. 

36.  tdvdn  iti prakrto  hraava  ucyate :  dvir  iti  dvirdpah^:  tdvdn 

hr(zsvo  dirghasamjflo  bhavcUt  '  Hi  aiXtrayqjand :  tdtparyam  tu 

hraavadvigunakdlah*  svaro  dtrghasarhfflo  bhavatt  Hi.*  aamjMydh 

praycjanam:  dirghan  samdndkshare  savarnapare  (x.2) 

ity  ddi, 

1  G.  M.  -pom,  '  W.  inserts  here,  out  of  place,  aamjMydh  profyt^anam.  '  6. 
-kt;  W.  om.  taA.    *  W.  om.  t^ 

36.  atrd  ^pi  *  hrasvo  'nuvartate  admnidhydt :  trir  iti  trirdpah*: 
trirHpo  hrasvah  plutasamjtlo  bhavatt  Hi :  Hdtparyam  tv  atrd  ^pi 
brdmah :  hrasvatrigunakdlah  avarah  plvtaaawjho  bhavatt*:  aam- 
jfidydh prayofanam :  na  plutapragrahdv  (x.24)  iti, 

1  G.  IL  ins.  ML    <  G.  IL  om.    (^  G.  M.  om. 
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tion  of  the  term  "protracted"  rule  x.24,  which  directs  that  a  pro- 
tracted and  Apragnctha  vowel  are  not  liable  to  combination. 

All  the  treatises  agree  closely  in  their  definitions  of  vowel  quan- 
tity; see  Ath.  Pr.  159-62,  and  the  notes  upon  those  rules. 

3V.  A  consonant  has  half  the  quantity  of  a  short  voweL 

This,  the  comment  reminds  us,  is  a  rule  defining  the  length  of  a 
consonant,  not  one  giving  the  meaning  of  the  term  consonant. 
For,  if  it  were  the  latter,  the  word  "  time "  in  rule  xvii.6,  which 
speaks  of  "  the  time  of  a  consonant,"  would  be  open  to  the  charge 
of  redundancy.  We  hardly  need  so  trifling  and  technical  a  proof 
of  a  thing  so  obvious.  As  example  of  a  consonant,  the  word  vdk 
(e.  g.  l3.9*  :  but  G.  M.  read  instead  vd)  is  given  us. 

Of  the  other  treatises,  the  Ath.  Pr.  (l60)  alone  differs  from  this 
by  giving  to  a  consonant  a  whole  mora  as  its  quantity. 

88.  A  syllable  uttered  in  a  high  tone  is  acute. 

The  commentator  enters  into  no  explanation  of  the  meaning  of 
the  definition  of  the  acute  tone  or  accent  here  given,  but  simply 
refers  us  to  a  later  rule  (xxiL9),  where  the  action  of  the  organs  in 
producing  the  higher  tone  is  more  particularly  described.  He  adds 
as  example  of  an  acute  vowel  aa  idhdndh  (iv.4.4^ :  but  all  the 
MSS.  save  W.  read  ad  iti\  and  quotes  rule  xiv.29  as  exemplifying 
the  use  of  the  term  uddtta,  'acute'  (literally  'elevated').  I  have 
explained  in  the  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  114-16  why  I  prefer,  instead  of 
transferring  the  terms  uddtta^  anuddtta^  and  avarita^  to  translate 
them  by  '  acute,' '  grave,'  and  '  circumflex,'  respectively. 

39.  In  a  low  tone,  grave. 

37.  vyafljanam  hraaodrdhakdUim  hhavcUi:  na  tu  vyafifandm 
iti  aarhjhd:  anyathd^  vyafijanakdlag  ca  avaraayd  Hrd 
"^dhikahy  (xvil5)  iti  *  kdla^dbdasya  pdunaruktydpatteh,  yathd: 
vdk,  hraavaayd  ^rdho*  hrciavdrdhdl/:  *hraavdrdhakdlah* paHmd- 
nam  yasya*  tat  tatho  ^ktam. 

'  G.  M.  om.  '  G.  M.  omit  the  last  two  words  of  the  rule.  '  G.  M.  ins.  atra. 
*  G.  M.  -dharh.  <^)  G.  M.  hrasvdrdham  kdlah  panrimdnakdlo  yaaya — a  good  and 
consistent  reading;  B.  is  comipt    ^  W.  'lam, 

38.  dydmo  ddrunyam  (xxiL9)  iti  lakahancUakahitah^  avara 

uddtta  ueyate,    yathd :  ad aamjfldydh  praycjanam :  uddU 

tdt  paro  *nuddttah  avaritam  (xiv.29)  iH,^ 

>G.M. -to.    ^a.U.Uyddi. 
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We  are  again  referred  to  the  rule  in  one  of  the  last  chapters 
(xxiilO)  which  defines  the  action  of  the  organs  in  producing  the 
lower  tone.  The  example  for  the  accent  is  avadatdm  (17.2^  :  but 
G.  M.  read  avaddtdm)^  of  which,  in  padarX^x%  all  the  syllables  are 
grave;  that  for  the  term  anuddtta^  'grave'  (literally,  'not  ele- 
vated'), is,  in  W.  B.,  rule  iv.43 ;  but  in  G.  M.,  rule  xiv.29. 

40.  Their  combination  is  circumflex. 

The  commentator  explains  aamdhdra,  'combination,'  as  from 
samdhriyate^ '  it  is  taken  together,  collected,  combined ;'  and  adds, 
"  the  accent  arising  from  the  mixing  of  those  two  is  the  circumflex 
{svarita).  This  is  a  precept  concermng  the  peculiar  nature  of  the  ac- 
cent ;  its  occurrence  is  taught  further  on,  in  one  and  another  place :" 
and  he  quotes  not  less  than  three  of  the  rules  (xiv.29,  x.l6,  and  xiL9) 
which  teach  under  what  circumstances  the  circumflex  arises.  His 
example  of  a  circumflexed  syllable  is  th  ^bruvan  (iii.2.23  et  al.). 

This  rule  is  so  far  ambiguous  that  it  does  not  tell  us  in  what 
order  the  acute  and  grave  tones  are  to  be  combined  to  produce  the 
circumflex  accent — whether  acute  and  grave,  or  grave  and  acute ; 
but  we  may  perhaps  assume  that  the  treatise  consciously  intends 
them  to  be  taken  in  the  order  in  which  they  are  defined  by  the 
two  preceding  rules.  ' 

All  the  authorities  practically  agree  in  their  general  definition 
of  the  three  kinds  of  accent  (see  note  to  Ath.  rv,  i  14-16) ;  and 
Panini's  rules  (i2.29-31)  are  precisely  the  same  with  those  here 
given.  As  regards  the  details  which  form  the  subject  of  the  fol- 
lowing rules  of  our  treatise,  the  accordance  is  not  so  perfect  (see 
note  to  Ath.  Pr.  Ll7). 

HWli<^^H|[^<lTll<Hrf^  ?TT^^  S^^HI  II  ^\  II 

41.  Of  this  circumflex,   in  case  it  immediately  follows  an 

39.  anvavasargah  (xxiLlO)  iti^  siXtralakahitah^  avaro  'nvr 
ddtta  itcyate*.  ycUhd:  av-.  aamjMydhprayojanam:  anuddtto 
na  nit  yam  (iv.43)  itV 

>W.  B.  om.    «a.  M. -to.    ^  B.  lakahyate.    *  G.  M.  give  xiv.29,  and  i^y  ddi. 

40.  tayor  uddUdnitddttayor  yah  aamdhdrah  sa^  svarita  ucyate. 

yathd:  t^ samdhriyata  iti  samdhdrah:  tayor  melanc^fan- 

yasvarah^  svarita*  ity  arthah.    svaritasvardpavidhir  ayam:  upor 

rishtdt  tu  ^tatratatra  svarito  lakshyate*:  yuthd:  uddttdt  paro 

*nuddttah  svaritam  (xiv.29);  uddttayop  ca  paro  *nuddt- 

tah  svaritam  (x.16).'  tasminn^  anuddtte*  pHrva  uddttah 

svaritam  (xii.9)  ity  ddi, 

'  M.  om.  *  W.  -ra;  B.  -nyah  avara.  •  G.  IC.  om.  *  Q.  M.  va*-.  (^  W.  om. 
*  W.  tannnddUe. 
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acute,  the  first  part,  to  the  extent  of  half  a  short  vowel,   is 
uttered  in  a  yet  higher  tone. 

That  is,  higher  than  the  tone  of  acute,  which  properly  forms  its 
first  element ;  one  is  tempted  to  give  the  word  uddttdt  a  double 
construction,  as  belonging  in  idea  to  iiccdistardm  as  well  as  to 
anantare. 

The  subject  of  the  more  particular  definition  of  the  circumflex 
accent  occupies  the  six  following  rules,  and  any  comments  upon 
the  doctrines  laid  down  will  be  better  reserved  until  the  last  rule. 

As  example  of  the  circumflex,  the  commentator  cites  the  words 
sd  idhdndh  (iv.4.4^),  already  once  given  (under  rule  38) ;  the  first 
syllable  of  the  second  word  has  the  enclitic  circumflex,  by  rule 
xiv.29,  under  which  the  same  quotation  is  repeated. 

42.  The  remainder  has  the  same  tone  with  acute. 

The  plain  meaning  of  this  rule  is  distorted  by  the  commentator, 
in  an  attempt  to  avoid  a  seeming  inconsistency.  He  claims,  namely, 
that  the  word  "  same  with "  here  signifies  "  a  trifle  lower  than," 
"  because  otherwise  there  would  be  no  circumflex  " — the  circum- 
flex having  been  defined  in  rule  40  as  including  both  the  higher 
and  lower  tone.  But  the  inconsistency  is  not  evaded  by  claiming 
for  the  last  portion  of  the  circumflex  any  thing  short  of  the  actual 
"  grave "  tone  which  rule  40  prescribes :  if,  indeed,  giving  to  its 
first  portion  a  higher  tone  than  "  acute "  be  not  an  equal  offense 
against  the  same  rule. 


f|c>jyHi  4^118^11 


43.  Along  with  the  consonant,  too. 

Says  the  commentator — "  the  rule  as  formerly  given  applied  to 
a  pure  vowel ;  now  the  same  thing  is  taught  of  the  circumflexed 
vowel  even  in  case  of  its  combination  with  a  consonant.  The  cir- 
cumflexed vowel  along  with  its  consonant,  either  the  one  which 
directly  follows  an  acute  or  another,  is  as  defined.  The  '  too ' 
{api)  continues  the  implication  of  the  circumflexed  voweL"  To 
this  explanation  of  apt,  as  simply  equivalent  with  ca,  we  must  de- 
mur.    As  any  one  may  see  by  referring  to  the  various  rules  in 

41.  uddttdd  anantare  yah  svarah  avaryate  tasyd  ^\lis  tdvad 
uccdistardm  uddUataro  bhavati  ydoad  dhrasvasyd  ^rdham,  yor 
thd:  ad 

42.  hraavdrdhakdMc  cheaha  vddttaaamo  bhavati:  ^na  td  ^ddtta 
eva  :  aama^abdaprayogdt  kiihcin  nyHnatvam  pratlyate^:  anyathd 
avaritdhhdvdt,   pdrvoktam  evo  ^ddharanam. 

^>  W.  repeats  these  clauses  in  the  oomment  of  the  preoeding  rule,  after  hhavaiu 
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which  it  occurs,  it  is  always  best  translated  by  *  even,'  as  point- 
ing out  something  which  is  to  a  certain  degree  anomalous,  or  not 
to  have  been  naturally  expected. 

As  examples  of  circumflexed  syllables  containing  consonants, 
the  conmientary  offers  sdkhd  sdkhibhyo  vdrivah  krnotu  (iiLs.ll^ : 
all  the  MSS.  except  W.  give  only  the  second  and  third  words, 
which  are  the  ones  to  which  the  rule  applies ;  the  second  syllable 
of  each  has  the  enclitic  svarita,  and  they  are  to  be  te&d  and 
divided  sd-kh\h-bhyo  vd-H-vah),  and  tishydh  {iL2.10^  et  aL :  but 
G.  M.  omit  this  example). 

I  have  not  observed  that  any  other  of  the  treatises  deems  it 
necessary  to  lay  down  in  terms  the  principle  that  the  consonant 
shares  in  the  accentuation  of  the  vowel  to  which  it  is  attached. 
Though  the  rule  may  be  regarded  as  in  a  manner  superfluous,  it  is 
less  to  be  objected  to  in  itself  than  on  account  of  the  place  where 
it  is  thrust  in,  so  wholly  out  of  connection.  It  ought  to  be  some- 
where where  it  can  be  made  to  apply  to  all  the  three  accents,  and 
not  to  the  circumflex  alone. 


w^  5rT  jfi^Fr^ii^gH 


44.  Or  the  part  following  is  uttered  in  a  lower  tona 

The  comment  explains  anantara  in  this  rule  as  equivalent  to 
pe^Aa  (in  rule  42),  and  paraphrases  by  saying  that  "  the  remainder 
of  this  circumflexed  syllable,  after  the  half-mora  [of  which  the 
character  was  defined  in  rule  41],  is  in  a  lower  tone;  that  is,  is 
anuddttatara  ('lower  than  grave')."  Whether  this  is  the  true 
meaning,  and  not  rather  that  the  last  part  of  the  syllable,  instead 
of  being  "  of  the  same  tone  with  acute "  (rule  42),  is  "  of  lower 
tone  (than  acute),"  may  well  be  made  a  question.  It  would  be,  I 
should  think,  an  exaggeration  of  the  circumflex  of  which  hardly 
any  theorist  would  be  guilty,  to  begin  it  higher  than  acute,  and 
end  it  lower  than  grave.  The  latter  of  the  two  interpretations- 
suggested  is  also  (though  not  unequivocally)  supported  by  the  next 
rule,  which  may  most  naturally  be  regarded  as  letting  down  the 
concluding  tone  of  the  syllable  one  degree  farther  than  the  pres- 
ent rule,  as  this  than  the  preceding. 

43.  kevcUaayd  ''yam  vidhih  purastdd  uktah:  iddntm  vyafija- 
nasahitatve  *pi  ^waritasya  tathdtvam  ucyate:  ^savyafijano  'pi^ 
avarita  ^uddttdd  a/nantaro^  'nyo  *vo  '^ktavidhir*  bhavati:  apt- 
pabdah*  *svarUam  dkarshcUi*.    yathd:  sakhd ;  ti-, 

^)  W.  om.    <«)  W.  MdnanU-,    ^  W.  vd  mvkhyd  vi-.    W  B.  om.    W  G.  M.  -tdkar- 
shakak. 

44.  tasya  svaritasya  hrasvdrdficLkdidc  chesho  nicdiatardm 
anvddttataro^  bhavati:  cmantarah  pesha  ity  arihah:  tad  evo 
^ddharanam, 

m 

^  W.  'ddWiro. 
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45.  Or  in  the  same  tone  with  grava 

The  commentator  does  not  attempt  this  time,  as  ander  rule  42, 
to  show  that  "  same "  means  in  reality  "  a  little  different,"  but 
simply  paraphrases  (taking  no  account  of  the  vd,  '  or ') :  "  That 
same  remainder  of  this  circumflexed  syllable  is  the  same  with 
anuddtta,'*'^ 

46.  Its  beginning  is  the  same  with  acute ;  its  remainder  is 
the  same  with  grave :  so  say  the  teachers. 

Or,  it  may  be, '  so  says  the  teacher,'  the  plural  being  used  in 
token  of  respect :  the  word  dcdrya  is  not  elsewhere  found  in  the 
treatise  (save  at  xxiv.6)  except  in  the  expression  ekeahdm  dcdryd- 
nd/rij '  of  certain  teachers,'  which  occurs  several  times.  The  com- 
mentator does  not  give  us  his  opinion  upon  the  point,  but  he  de- 
clares this  to  be  the  only  rule  that  is  approved  or  of  force  {ishta^ 
literally  '  desired ')  in  the  net-work  {jdia)  of  alternative  views  here 
adduced,  commencing  with  rule  41.  It  may,  in  fact,  be  looked 
upon  as  identical  in  meaning  with  the  fundamental  rule  40,  and  as 
presenting  the  only  reasonable  and  sensible  view  of  the  true  char- 
acter belonging  to  the  circumflex  accent.  The  elaboration  of  the 
theory  of  the  circumflex,  the  classification  of  its  varieties,  and  the 
determination  of  their  relations  to  one  another,  appear  to  have 
been  quite  a  favorite  weakness  with  the  Hindu  phonetists.  The 
subject  occupies  the  whole  of  one  of  the  later  chapters  of  this 
treatise  (xx.),  together  with  sundry  rules  in  other  chapters ;  and  a 
more  detailed  examination  of  it,  and  criticism  of  the  views  taken 
respecting  it,  will  be  necessary  in  connection  with  some  of  those 
rules. 

While  approving  this  rule,  for  the  reason  that  it  is  in  accordance 
with  the  laist  two  rules  of  chapter  xx.,  which  define  the  relation  of 

45.  tttsya^  avaritaaya  aa  eva  peaho  'nuddttaaamo  bhavati, 
>  G.  M.  om. 

46.  taaydi  '»a  avaritaayd  ^^dihraavdrdhakdla  uddUasamo  hha- 
vati:  ^^shaa  tv  amtddUaaamo  bhavati^:  peahaa  tv  anuddUaaama 

ity  dcdryd  bruvate.    yathd:  aakhr taayd  ^^dir  (i41)  ity 

ddyahhydhite^  'amin  vikcUpqJdle*  aUtram  etad  eve  ^ahtam:  pra- 
pliahtaprdtihatay or  mrdutarah  (xx.ll);  tdirovyafljana- 
pddavxttayor  (xx,12)  iti  laJcahandnukiXlydt :  na  td  ^paritanam 
apt  adtratn  iahtam :  etdUakahanaprdtikiilydd  evcL 

0)  G  M.  omit,  which  is  better.    >  G.  M.  drabhyd  'bhihite;  B.  dbhydhUa  (?— oor- 
ropt).    *  W.  B.  'Ipya-  {Ippa  f) ;  W.  -jdte. 
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four  of  the  kinds  of  circumflex  to  one  another  in  respect  to  hard- 
ness of  utterance,  the  commentator  rejects  in  advance  the  next  fol- 
lowing rule,  as  being  discordant  with  them.  The  ground  of  the 
asserted  accordance  and  discordance  I  am  not  able  to  discover. 


HSf:   CToTtlT  ^^%  II  ^^  II 


47.  It  is  all  a  slide,  say  some. 

The  commentator  says :  "  The  word  '  slide  *  {pravana)  is  a  syno- 
nym of '  circumflex ;'  the  circumflexed  vowel,  along  with  its  con- 
sonants, starting  from  its  beginning,  is  all  of  it  a  slide :  so  some 
teachers  have  said."  And  he  adds  the  same  example  already  more 
than  once  given,  sdkhibhyo  vdrivah  (iii.3. 11').  We  have  seen  that, 
in  his  exposition  of  the  preceding  precept,  he  has  rejected  this  one, 
upon  grounds  of  inappreciable  value.  The  view  here  taken  is  one 
that  might  well  enough  be  held  by  any  one,  as  virtually  equiva- 
lent witn  the  one  before  presented :  the  voice  somehow  makes  its 
descent  from  the  higher  to  the  lower  pitch  within  the  compass  of 
the  accented  syllable ;  whether  by  a  leap  or  a  slide,  is  a  proper 
theme  for  hair-splitting  argumentation,  but  of  the  smallest  practi- 
cal consequence. 


HHN<^o|fi^iMHHi5MH  ll  ^t:  ii 


48.  A  separable  word  is  treated  like  separate  words,  except 
in  an  enumeration. 

The  meaning  and  application  of  this  precept  may  be  best  exhib- 
ited by  means  of  the  examples  which  the  commentator  quotes. 
We  have  a  rule  (iv.40)  that  te  and  the  at  the  end  of  a  word  of  more 
than  two  syllables  are  prqgraha  if  preceded  by  d  or  e.  In  the 
passages  oahatdt  tigmahete{i.2,14^)  2i,nd  tat pravdte  (vi4.7^),  then, 
the  final  syllables  would  be  pragralia^  but  that  the  words  in  which 
they  occur  are  separable  compounds,  written  in  the  pada-text  tig- 
ma-hete  and  pra-vdte^  and  so  are  exempted  by  this  rule  from  the 

47.  pravanagabdah}  svaritaparydyah :  savyafijana  eva  svarita 
ddita  drabhya  sarvah  pravano  bhavati  Hy  eka^  dcdryd  Hcire. 
yathd:  Bakhr 

'  B.  has  yrai^va,  for  pravana  everywhere.    '  G.  M.  om.    ^  M.  aarvebhyo. 

48.  ingyapadath  ndndpadavad  bhavati:  aaamkhydnaviahaye^: 

ndndpadavad  iti  kim:  osh- ;  tat ity  dddv  dkdrdikd- 

rapHrvaa  tu  bahusvarasya  te  the  (ivAO)  ity  atra^  pragra. 
hatvain  md  bhiid  iti:  aeamkhydna  iti  kim:  dve:  parap  ca: 

I  ekavyaveto  'pi  (iv.49-61);  *  dve  aav- ity  atra  pragrahor 

tvarn  bhavatv*  iti  vaddmah.    ndndpadam  iva  ndndpadavat, 
'  G.  M.  -n«  viak-,    «  G.  M.  om.    »  G.  M.  ins.  i«.    *  G.  M.  prahhavatu. 
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operation  of  iy.40 :  the  te  is  in  each  case  the  ending  of  a  dissylla- 
bic word.  What  is  meant  by  "  enumeration  "  is  not,  in  itself,  very 
clear,  as  the  case  already  cited  is,  in  a  certain  sense,  one  of  enu- 
meration— namely,  of  the  syllables  of  a  word.  The  commentator 
shows  its  intent  by  pointing  out  that,  by  rules  iv. 49-61,  the  word 
dve^  the  next  word  to  it,  and  the  next  but  one,  are  made  pragra- 
ha:  hence,  in  the  passage  dve  savane  pukravatt  (vil.6*),  pukra- 
vcUi  (jxKJla-text  ^krorvati)  must  be  counted  as  a  single  word  only, 
or  the  t  of  vati  would  not  be  pragraha. 

In  this,  as  in  the  Rik  and  Atharva  Prati9ukhyas,  the  word  i¥igya 
(T.  W.  B.  and  O.  more  usually  write  ingya^  or  lAya)  means  a  com- 
pound word,  treated  as  separable  into  its  constituents  in  the  pador 
text.  The  St.  Petersburg  lexicon  erroneously  explains  it  as  signi- 
fying a  single  member  of  such  a  compound. 

Compare  Rik  Pr.  l26,  and  Vaj.  Pr.  l163. 

49.  Of  such  a  word,  the  former  member  is  called  avagraha. 

The  example  quoted  is  devdyata  iti  deva-yate  (111.5.5^) — an  in- 
stance of  carcd^  or  repetition  with  iti  interposed,  such  as  is  usual 
in  the  Arama-texts,  and,  to  a  certain  extent,  in  the  padortexts  also. 
The  existing  pada-texts  of  the  Rik  and  Atharvan  would  write  this 
word  simply  deva-yate^  reserving  the  repetition  with  iti  for  words 
which  are  pragraha  and  separable  at  the  same  time :  but  that  of 
the  Taittiriya-Sanhita  treats  all  separable  compounds  in  the  latter 
method  (see,  for  the  varying  usages  of  different  texts,  the  note  to 
Ath.  Pr.  iv.74).  In  deva-yate^  the  part  deva  is  denominated  ava- 
graha. As  instance  of  the  use  of  this  technical  term  is  given  the 
rule  (iv.2)  which  exempts  all  first  members  of  compounds  from  the 
action  of  the  rules  prescribing  pragraha^ 

The  commentator,  finally,  calls  attention  to  the  mutual  relation, 
or  apposition,  of  the  words  pada  and  avagraha  in  the  rule,  each  in 
its  own  gender  (the  former  being  neuter,  the  latter  masculine) : 
compare  under  ii7  and  v.  2. 

The  other  Prdti9akhyas  use  the  term  avagraha  in  this  sense,  but 
without  taking  the  trouble  to  define  it. 

50.  In  citations  of  a  word,  that  word  is  to  be  understood. 
Tliat  is  to  say,  the  cited  word  itself,  and  not  a  part  of  a  word 

49.  Hasye  ^ngyapadasya  pHrvapadam  avagraJia^  ity  ucyate. 

yathd:    dev- avagrahasaihjfidydh^  prayojanam:    nd  'vo- 

grahah  (iv.2)   ity  ddi,   paddvagrahapabdayar  niyatali^atvd- 
nyanydnvayah*  aamhhavati, 
<*)  G.  M.  om.    *  G.  M.  om.  avagraha.    ^  W.  niyamaJr, 
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identical  in  form  with  it.  Thus  (to  take  the  commentator's  exam- 
ple), tve  is  later  (iv.lO)  declared  j[>ra^raAa  except  at  the  end  of  a 
separable  word,  as  in  the  passage  tve  kratum  (iiL5.10*);  the  ex- 
ception specified  is  necessary,  because  the  tve  oi  a  word  like  adi- 
titve  (p.  aditirtve)  is  also  a  pada  or  vocable ; — but  it  is  not  there- 
fore to  be  inferred  that  the  tve  of  kratve^  in  the  passage  kratve 
dakshdija  (iii2.5*;3.11*),  is  dX%o  pragraha. 

As  the  commentator  had  formerly  derived  grahanam  (i.22)  from 
grhyate,  so  now  he  derives  grahandni  from  grhnantij '  they  seize, 
take.' 

The  principle  here  taught  is  appealed  to  several  times  ^under  iv. 
11,38;  viL2)  hereafter,  in  order  to  the  settlement  of  doubttul  points. 

It  would  seem  possible  to  be  still  made  a  question  whether  the 
citation  in  any  particular  rule  were  a  pada, '  a  full  word,'  or  a  pa- 
ddikade^, '  part  of  a  word,'  since  citations  of  the  latter  kind  are 
also  frequently  made.  Perhaps  the  commentator  would  settle  the 
difficulty  by  asserting  that  no  combination  of  articulate  sounds 
which  actually  occurs  in  the  Sanhita  as  Sipada  is  ever  cited  in  any 
other  character. 

fri^   [^*HH  II H*^  II 

51.  But  that  word,  even  when  phonetically  altered. 

The  commentator  gives  two  examples.  The  word  vdhana,  he 
says,  is  cited  later  (vii.6)  as  one  whose  n  is  liable  to  conversion 
into  n ;  this  conversion,  then,  still  holds  good,  though  the  final 
syllable  of  the  word  have  become  o:  thus,  pravdhauo  vahnih 
(i.d.3).  Again,  ^yoA,  by  v.  16,  loses  its  final  viaarga;  and  it  does 
so,  even  when  its  8  is  changed  to  sh,  as  in  ay  am  u  shy  a  pra  devor 
yuh  (iiL6.11 ').  As  regards  the  former  of  these  examples,  it  might 
seem  to  be  provided  for  by  rule  i.22,  above :  but  the  commentator 
would  doubtless  plead  that  the  rule  would  apply  to  vdhanah,  but 
not  to  vdhano, 

50.  padagrahaneshu  siXtreshu  grhttam  padam  eva  gainyeta:  * 
jfidtavyarn  :  na paddikadepah^.    yathd :  tve  ity  aningydntah* 

(iv.lO)  iti  vakshyati:  tathd  sati  tve iti  pragraho  bhavcUi: 

kra- iti paddikadepdn*  na  hhavati,    grhnantt  Hi  grahandni  : 

pad4ndm  grahandni  padagrahandni  :  teshu. 

'  M.  ins.  tad.    *  G.  M.  -fai/i.    *  W.  animhy-;  B.  aniny-.    *  G.  M.  -fotvdn. 

61.  apipabdah  padam  anvddipati :  padagrahaneshu  vikrtam 
api padam  avagantavyam,  yathd :  natvdpattdu  vdhana  ( vii.6) 
iti  grahUhyate:  padam  iti  krtvd  visarjantya  otvam  dpanne  'pi 

natvam  ndi  'ra  nivartate:  pra- ;    eahaaasyah  (v.  15)  iti 

visarjaniycUopagrahanam  pathishyate:  ay- ity  atra  aakdre 

shatoam  dpanne  *  visargalopo  bhavaty  eva. 

'  G.  M.  ins.  'pi. 
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52.  And  even  when  preceded  by  a. 

The  evident  occasion  of  this  rule  is  the  frequent  occurrence  of 
words  with  the  negative  prefix  a  attached  to  them.  But,  it  being 
once  established,  its  sphere  is  not  restricted  to  that  class  of  com- 
pounds, as  is  shown  in  the  very  example  chosen  by  the  commen- 
tator to  illustrate  its  working.  By  iii.2,  ^vCi  is  included  among 
the  words  whose  final  d  is  liable  to  be  shortened ;  then,  by  this 
rule,  apvd  is  also  included:  e.  g.  a^dvantan  (p.  a^va-vontam)  sa- 
hasrinam  (iii.3.1P). 

Application  of  this  principle  is  quite  frequently  made  below 
(under  iii.2,8;  v.13,16;  vi.5,14;  viii.8,13;  xLl6;  xvi.6,m). 

53.  And  when  preceded  by  av. 

The  origin  and  aim  of  this  rule  are  obviously  the  same  with 
those  of  the  preceding,  but  the  instances  of  its  application  are  less 
frequent :  it  is  appealed  to  but  three  times  in  the  sequel  (under 
rules  iii.7,  viii.8,  and  xvL29).  The  last  case  is  the  one  selected  by 
the  commentator  as  his  example.  The  word  avpi^  by  xvi.20,  con- 
tains anitsvdra;  hence  the  same  word  preceded  by  an  is  to  be  re- 
garded as  included  with  it,  as  in  the  passage  auan^  kurvantah 
(iil2.2i). 

The  commentator  now  raises  the  question :  how  comes  kdra  to 

52.  atrd  ^py  upi^ahdah  /)^/c?onrtf<7epaA7/A ;  jxjdagrahaneshv 
akdrddy^  api^  padam  vijneyum:  ^^vartdvayund  (iii2)  iti 
hrasvdde^  vakshyati:  akdrdder  apt  tasya  grahanasya  hrasva- 
tvam  b/tavati,  yat/id:  ap?'- akdra  ddir  yasya  tat  tathoktam. 

'  G.  M.  -dtf.  *  G.  M.  ca.  ^  G.  M.  prefixes  the  preceding  three  words  of  the 
cited  rule. 

63.  cakdrah  padam  iti  hodhayati:  padagrahaneahv  ankdrddy 
api  padam  vijneya?n:  afipu  (xvi.20)  ity  amLSvdrdganie  vak- 
shyati: ankdrdder  api  tasyd  ^Jiusvdrdgavuth  syat,  yathd: 
an- ankdra  ddir  yasya  tat  tathoktam, 

7ianij  atra  autre  'n  ity  asya  kdrottaratvam  katham  kriyate: 
varnah  kdrottarah  (i.l6)  iti  ^sUtre  varrutsya^  kdrottaratvavi- 
dhdnahkangaprasangdt,  ucyate:  satyam*  eta<ichd8trahaldn  *na 
kriyate:  kim  tu  ^dstrdntarahaldt*  kriyate:  yathd:  pdtnmyd  ^eva- 
kdra  apikdra^  ityddmdm  sddhutvai'n  kathayanti:  evam  atrd  ^pi 
evam  ahkdra  dgayna  (1.23)  ity  atra^  codyaparihdrdu  vijneydu. 

<'>  G.  M.  vQ/mofobdasycL  *  G.  M.  tcLsya,  <*>  B.  om.  '^)  G.  M.  evakdre  'p*-. 
»  G.  M.  atrd  'pi. ' 
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be  added  here  to  the  syllable  an  f  since  offense  is  thus  committed 
against  the  precept  in  rule  16,  above,  that  kdra  is  added  to  an 
alphabetic  sound  to  form  its  name.  His  answer  is :  true  enough 
that  it  is  not  done  by  authority  of  this  text-book ;  but  it  is  done 
by  the  authority  of  other  text-books;  for  example,  Panini's  fol- 
lowers establish  the  propriety  of  such  expressions  as  evakdra^  api- 
kdra  (for  the  words  eva  and  api).  So  likewise  in  this  very  trea- 
tise (in  rule  23,  above)  we  have  ahkdra  for  oA  /  and  the  same  ob- 
jection and  answer  are  to  be  understood  as  applying  there.  See 
the  note  under  rule  16. 


^*Q|uf:    Me^HMfh:  II  \^  II 


54.  A  single  sound  composing  a  word  is  called  aprkta. 

The  commentator  explains  ekavarnah  after  the  fashion  usual 
with  him  in  treating  a  karmadhdraya  or  determinative  compound : 
"  that  is  both  single  (eka)  and  a  sound  (varna) ;  hence,  a  single 
sound."  The  term  aprkta  means,  he  says,  '  uncombined  with  a 
consonant.'  As  example  of  an  aprkta  word,  he  quotes  aa  uv  eka- 
vin^vartanih  (iv.S.S^),  where  uo  is,  by  rule  ix.l6,  representative 
of  the  particle  u;  and,  as  counter-example,  to  illustrate  the  force 
of  the  specification  "composing  a  word,'*  yc^jfiapatdsv  iti  (vi6.2^), 
where  v,  though  in  a  manner  isolated,  is  not  aprkta,  being  only  a 
fragment  of  a  word.     Rule  ix.l6  exemplifies  the  use  of  the  term. 

65.  And  is  treated  both  as  initial  and  as  final 

As  an  instance  of  the  treatment  of  an  aprkta  word  as  initial,  the 
commentary  again  cites  the  passage  sa  uv  ekavin^vartanih  (iv.3. 
3*),  and  declares  that  in  it  is  to  be  seen  the  effect  of  rule  41,  above 
(G.  M.  have  here  a  lacuna^  and  omit  the  reference  to  the  rule,  along 
with  the  other  instance).     This  is  quite  unintelligible  to  me,  since 


64.  eka^  cd  ^sdu  varna p  cdi  *  ^kavarnah:  sa  cet  padam  bhavati 

so  'prktah'  sydt,  yathd :  sa padam  iti  kim  :  yaj- sam^ 

jfidydh  praycjanam:    ukdro  'prktah  prakrtyd*   (ix.16)   iti. 
aprkta  iti  vyafijanend  ^samyiUa*  ity  arthah. 

^  B.  iDB.  80.    ^  Or.  M.  -ktasamjiia.    '  G.  M.  add  the  remaining  two  words  of  the 
cited  rule.    *  G.  M.  yrMa, 

55.  caJedrd/nvddishtam  tad  aprktasamjiiam  padam  ddyantavac^ 

ca  kdryabhdg  bhavati.    ddivad  yathd:  sa ity  atra  Has  yd 

^^dir  uccdistardm  (L41)  iti  kdryam  bhavati:  antavad  yathd: 

o  te ity  atrd*  ^ntah  (iv.3)  iti pra^rahakdryam*  bhavati.  ddip 

cd  ^ntap  cd  ^^dyantdu :  tdv  ivd  ^^dyantavat. 

1  G.  IC.  ddivad  mU-.    (^)  G.  M.  om.    »  G.  M.  -ho. 
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the  rule  referred  to  teaches  nothing  whatever  that  is  characteristic 
of  an  initial  sound — indeed,  teaches  no  kdryam^  *  effect,'  at  all. 
For  the  treatment  of  such  a  word  as  a  final,  we  have  as  an  exam- 
ple the  passage  o  te  yanti  (L4.33),  in  which  o  is  pragraha;  with 
reference  to  rule  iv.3,  which  teaches  that  only  a  final  vowel  iBpra- 
grahd* 

With  this  rule  and  the  preceding  compare  Vaj.  Pr.  i.  15 1-2, 
which  are  nearly  identical  with  them  m  form  and  meaning.  The 
Rik  Pr.  does  not  define  the  term  aprkta^  but  gives  respectmg  it  a 
rule  corresponding  with  the  present  one.  Both  give  in  illustra- 
tion the  same  passage,  indre  "  ^hi  (indra :  d  :  ihi\  analogous  with 
the  one  (bhakshe  "  'm*,  iiL2.5  *)  quoted  below,  under  v.  3. 


ornfer  i^^rr^Fft  h  hMi 


56.  Alteration  and  omission  are  of  a  single  sound. 

That  is  to  say,  not  of  a  whole  word.  Where,  as  by  v.  19,  more 
than  one  letter  is  omitted,  each  is  specified.  The  cited  examples 
are,  of  alteration,  dhUrshdhdu  (1.2.8^  :  by  rule  v.lO) ;  of  omission, 
sa  tejdndti  {l2.U^'^  :  by  rule  v.l5). 

I  find  this  rule  expressly  appealed  to  but  once  in  the  sequel 
(under  ix.7). 

57.  Omission  is  complete  loss. 

As  example  of  lopa^  *  omission,'  the  commentator  quotes  the  pas- 
sage sa  tm  ^andrd  sitprayasah  (iv.1.8^"^),  where  the  initial  rti  of 
inandrd  is  lost  after  im  (by  rule  v.l2 :  see  the  note  there  given). 
As  example  of  the  use  of  the  term,  he  gives  rule  v.  11,  which  is  in- 
troductory to  the  subject  of  omissions.  He  then  proceeds  to  state 
a  very  curious  reason  why  such  a  precept  as  this  should  seem  call- 
ed for :  "  some  have  maintained  the  etemitv  of  sound :  in  order  to 
the  confutation  of  that  doctrine,  this  rule  hath  been  uttered,  in 
conformity  with  general  grammar."  Panini's  corresponding  pre- 
cept (i.1.60)  is  (KUir^nam.lopah^  'omission  is  disappearance  from 
view.' 


56    varnamdtrasya  vikdralopdu  sydtdm  na  tu  aarvaaya  pa- 
doAya,    vikdras  tdi^dt:  dhU-  iti:  Hopa8tu\'  8 a..:., 

<•>  W.  om.    B.  omits  this  whole  comment,  along  with  the  following  mle. 

57.  varnavindpo^   lopasamjilo  bhavati,    yathd:  8  a 8am- 

jfldydh  prayojanam:  athalopah  (v.ll)  ity  ddi.  varnasya  ni- 
tyatdm  kecid  dhuh:  tannirdkarandya  vydkarandntM/S^ena  sd- 
tram  etad  abhdni, 

*  G.  M.  varnasya  th. 
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58.  Continued  implication  is  of  that  which  was  last 

The  term  anvddepa^  'after-indication,'  with  its  coiTesponding 
verbal  forms,  and  other  equivalent  expressions  (especially  anvd- 
karahaka,  dkarshaJca^  etc.),  is  constantly  employed  in  the  com- 
mentary to  signify  the  continued  force  in  a  given  rule  of  some  spe- 
cification made  in  a  preceding  rule.  And  the  simple  meaning  of 
the  present  precept  appears  to  be,  that  such  a  bringing  forward  is 
of  the  predicate  last  used,  the  word  last  cited,  or  the  like.  The 
commentator's  first  example  is  entirely  accordant  with  this  under- 
standing :  in  rule  vii.3,  namely,  to  the  effect  that  the  n  of  hanydt 
and  upyamdnam  is  changed  to  n,  the  implication  is  "  after  w/A," 
nih  being  the  last  mentioned  in  a  list  of  altering  words  given  in 
the  preceding  rule.  But  he  goes  on  to  make  another  appUcation 
of  the  precept:  rule  xv.8  says,  "a,  however,  even  in  aamhitd  [is 
protracted  and  nasalized] ;"  and  it  is  to  be  understood  that  only 
a  **last"  or  "final"  a  is  intended — as  in  su^okdns  (iS.lO*),  pro- 
tracted from  suploka;  while  in  hrahmdm  tvan  rdjan  (i.8.16**^), 
agndz  ity  dha  (vl6.8*),  vicityah  somds  na  vidtyds  iti  (vi.1.9*), 
where  the  words  protracted  are  brahman^  agne^  somah,  and  vici- 
tyah, and  the  a  is  not  a  final,  there  is  no  nasaUzation  E\'idently, 
this  is  a  wholly  forced  and  false  interpretation :  no  rule  can  mean 
two  things  so  utterly  different.  Compare  the  notes  to  iv.3  and  xv. 
8,  where  the  principle  is  appealed  to. 

The  comment  seeks  a  kind  of  support  for  its  double  interpre- 
tation by  calling  attention  to  the  distinction  between  an  "  aftect- 
ing  cause "  (nimitta)^  like  the  nth  brought  forward  from  vii.2  to 
viL3  in  the  fii*st  example,  and  an  "affected"  word  or  element 
(nimittin^ '  having  a  cause '),  such  as  is  concerned  in  the  second 
example.  The  latter  (nearly  synonymous  with  lakshya^  used  in 
the  comment  to  i.22)  he  defines  as  "something  origmal  {? pror 
dhdna  seems  to  be  taken  here  in  the  sense  of  prakrti)  suffering 
a  prescribed  effect." 

No  one  of  the  other  Prati9akhyas  attempts  to  lay  down  any 
rules  as  to  the  anvddepa  (or  anuvrtti) ;  and  its  usages  are,  in 
fact,  wholly  irreducible  to  rule — a  circumstance  which  involves 
the  condemnation  of  the  siltra  style  of  composition,  because  the 
stUras  are  not  and  cannot  be  self-explanatory,  or  intelligible  with- 
out an  authontative  comment. 

68.  nimittasya  nimittino  vd  ^ntyasyd  ^nvddepo  bhavati:  ni- 
mittt  Hi  pradhdnam^  kdryabhdg  iti  ydvat,  nimittasya  yathd : 
hanydd  upyamdnam  ca  (vii.3)  ity  asyd  Hra^  nihpabdasya, 
nimittino  yathd:  akdras  tu  sa^hitdydm  a  pi  (xv.8)  ity  atra 

auplokdns*  ity  antyasyd  ^kdrasya:  antyasye  Hi  kim:  brah- ; 

ag- .•  vie- 

^  W.  -ndm;  G.  M.  -tio.    *  G.  M.  om.    *  B.  om.  all  the  signs  of  protraction. 
VOL.   IX.  6 
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59.  An  npahatidJia^  however,  is  for  that  particular  passage, 
and  of  constant  effect 

The  commentator  etymologizes  upabandha^  *  connection,  tie,'  as 
representing  the  meaning  upahadhyate, '  it  is  tied  up,  bound  to ;' 
and  he  farther  defines  it  as  signifying  a  passage  pointed  out  by 
the  indication  "  in  that,"  and  one  which  is  designated  by  an  enu- 
meration— referring  to  rules  iv. 22,23,48,52  as  examples.  An  upa- 
handha,  then,  is  a  connected  part  of  the  Sanhita,  pointed  out  and 
defined  by  the  rules  of  the  I^rati9akhya  in  various  ways:  by  cit- 
ing the  fii*st  words  of  a  single  verse  (iv.20)  or  of  an  anuvdka 
(iv.25,48;  xi3) ;  by  the  accepted  title  of  a  number  of  anucdkas^ 
either  succeeding  one  another  or  otherwise  (ii.9,11;  iv.52;  ix^O; 
xl3);  by  giving  the  first  and  last  words  of  a  passage  (iv.22,23); 
or  by  fixing  a  Imiit  within  a  certain  number  of  words  from  a  speci- 
fied word  (iv.52).  Respecting  such  a  passage,  we  are  told,  this 
rule  is  intended  to  teach  two  things :  first,  that  what  is  prescribed 
for  it  does  not  hold  good  in  other  passages — ^this  is  signified  by 
the  word  tu^  '  however,'  in  the  rule ; — second,  that  an  exception 
which  applies  in  other  passages  does  not  apply  in  it — this  is  signi- 
fied by  the  word  nity<iin^  'constantly,  in  all  cases.' 

Both  prescriptions,  as  thus  stated,  the  commentator  undertakes 
to  illustrate  by  quoted  cases  of  their  application.  But  his  first 
illustration  is  imperfectly  and  obscurely  set  forth,  and  is,  besides, 
of  a  very  questionable  character.  He  tells  us  that  the  passage  ity 
dha  dect  hy  eshd  devah  somah  (vil.7^)  is  brought,  by  the  princi- 
ple laid  down  in  the  next  rule  but  one  (i.61),  under  the  action  of 
rule  iv.25 — and  this  is  all  that  he  deigns  to  say  about  it.  The 
meaning  is  this :  the  passage  quoted  contains  a  senes  of  four  words, 
ity  d/iff  dect  hi^  which  are  also  found  at  ii.6.7*  (devl  devapvtre  ity 
dha  devf  hy  ete  devaputre) ;  and,  as  the  i  of  devt  in  the  latter  pas- 
sage is  prayraha  by  iv.25,  so,  under  the  operation  of  i.61,  it  should 
he pr<fyraha  also  in  the  other.  Such,  however,  is  not  the  case; 
for  d€vi  in  devi  hy  eshd  is  singular,  while  in  devi  hy  eU  it  is  dual 
It  would  seem,  then,  as  if  we  ought  to  understand  the  commenta- 

59.  up<ibandhas  tu  svade^fydi  h*a  nityam  nirde^iko  hliavati: 
upahadhyata^  ity  vpabandhah  :  eta sm inn  ity*  adhikaranardpah 
aamkhydnavishaya^  ca  prade^  upabandha  ity  ucyate,  yathd: 
irdvati  (iv.22)  ity  ddi  sUtradvayam  :  somdya  svai  ^tasmin 
(iv.48);  gamayato  bhavatah  (iv.52)  iti  ca,  upabandhe  yad 
uktam    tad    anyatra   na    bhavatt    ^ti    tu^tbddrthah*.    yathd*: 

ity ;  atra  tripadaprabhrtinydyena  (i.61)  pdrvajeprabhrty 

d'*yam  (iY.25)  iH  prdptih,  anyatra  yo  nishedhah  sa  upabandhe 
na  bhavaH  Hi  nityapabddrthah,  yathd:  sadohavirdhdne 
(h[»ll)  iHpragraho  grahishyate:  kevalahavirdhdna*  iti  sarvathd^ 
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tor  to  maintain  that  the  present  rule  annuls  the  application  of  i.61, 
and,  through  it,  of  iv.26,  to  the  case  in  question.  But  this  is  whol- 
ly inadmissible:  for  rule  61,  below,  is  directly  intended  as  a  limit- 
ation to  the  present  one,  and  has  no  force  or  value  except  as  it  ap- 
Elies  to  just  such  passages  as  the  one  here  instanced  ;  and  with  the 
itter  are  closely  analogous  a  part  of  the  examples  adduced  for  its 
illustration,  ana  leading  to  an  opposite  conclusion  to  the  one  here 
apparently  arrived  at.  I  cannot  account  for  the  way  in  which  the 
commentator  treats  the  matter.  So  far  as  I  can  see,  devi  at  vi.  1.7^ 
is  praffraha  according  to  the  rules  of  the  Prati9akhya,  and  has 
only  by  some  oversight  escaped  being  specially  excepted :  and  the 
first  restriction  is  of  a  general  character,  meaning  that  directions 
given  for  an  upabandKa  passage  are  intended  for  that  passage 
alone,  and  have  no  wider  bearing — except  as  they  receive  it  from 
L61.  The  same,  as  will  be  seen  below,  limits  also  the  other  re- 
striction, that  expressed  by  nityam. 

Further,  the  citation  in  rule  iv.ll  of  the  compound  sadohor 
virdhdne  as  pragraha  implies  that  the  simple  word  havirdhdne 
would  always  be  of  a  contrary  character,  as  it  in  fact  is  in  the 
passage  havirdhdne  khydyante  (vi.2.11^);  but  this  implication 
does  not  hold  in  the  passage  havirdhdne  prdci  pravartayeyvh 
(iiil.3*),  because  of  the  inclusion  of  the  latter  among  the  upahan- 
dhaa  of  rule  iv.62.  Here,  however,  is  brought  up  an  objection : 
the  explanation  given  is  not  satisfactory,  because  an  exception 
made  elsewhere  is  sometimes  of  force  also  ih.  an  upubandha  pas- 
sage. For  instance,  in  the  passage  cUha  mithunt  bhavatah 
(vi.5.8®),  the  word  mithunt^  which  would  else  be  pragraha  by 
iv.52,  is  made  otherwise  by  iv.63.  Again,  an  example  of  a 
similar  class  is  afforded  by  vdyava  drohanavdhdu  (v.6.21),  where 
vdyave  ought  to  he  pragraha^  because  occurring  in  the  anuvdka 
to  which  iv.48  refers,  while  it  is  deprived  of  that  character  by  iv.54. 
The  answer  is  made,  that  in  the  case  of  grdmt^  vdyave^  manave^ 
and  the  like,  the  exception  must  be  allowed  to  have  force  because 
those  w«rds  are  excepted  by  specific  mention  ;  while  the  exception 
of  havirdhdne  is  inferential  only,  and  therefore  does  not  hold 
good :  specific  mention  being  of  more  force  than  mere  inference. 

napragraho  grhyate:  yathd\'  hav- ity  ay  am  cUra^  nishe- 

dJiah:  haV' ity  atra  na  praaarati:  gatnayato  bhavatah 

(iv.52)  ity  ddind  prdptih,    nanv  etad  anupapannam :  any  atra 

nishedhasya  kvacid  upabandhe  *pi  darpandt:  yathd:  at  ha 

ity  atra  gamayato  bhavatah  (iv.52)  ity  upabandhaprdptir  na 
grdml  (iv.63)  ity  ddind  '*nyatra*  nishedliena  nishidhyate:  ta- 

thd^*:  vdy- ity  atra  aomdya  sva  (iv.48)  iti  prdptir  ate 

samdnapada  (iv.54)  ity  anend  ^nyatra  nishedhena  nishidhyate. 
atro  ^cyate:  grdmt  vdyave  manava  ity  ddindm  kanthoktatvdd 
esha  nishedhah  prasaratu^^  kevalahavirdhdne^'  pragraho^*  ne  Hy 
drthiko  nishedho  na  prasaraty  eva:  drthikakanthoktayoh  kcm- 
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Bnt  this  suggests  a  further  objection :  why  then  is  not  the  specific 
mention  of  cUe  and  ave  in  rule  iv.54  enough,  and  what  is  the  use  of 
adding  the  word  nityam^  ^  in  all  cases,'  in  that  rule  ?  This,  replies 
the  commentator,  is  for  the  purpose  of  making  the  exception  yet 
more  strongly  binding:  the  specific  mention  merely  annuls  the 
application  of  the  upmandha  rule ;  the  addition  of  nityam  avoids 
tne  application  of  any  other  rule.  For  example,  in  dve  jdye  vin- 
date  (vi.fli.43),  vindate  should  hepra(/raha  (by  rule  iv.51),  because 
separated  by  only  one  word  from  dve;  and  in  vanadate  vidvaAr 
gah  (iv.6.6*),  the  same  character  would  belong  to  vanaspate  (by 
iv.88)  because  followed  by  vid — and  we  are  left  to  infer  that  the 
nityam  renders  rule  iv.54  capable  of  reaching  these  passages,  and 
taking  away  the  pragraJia  character  of  the  two  words  in  question. 
This,  adds  the  commentator,  may  be  still  further  pursued ;  it  has 
been  thus  drawn  out  in  accordance  with  the  view  of  Mahisheya. 

In  all  this  exposition  is  to  be  seen  something  of  the  artificial  and 
hair-splitting  character  which  is  apt  to  belong  to  a  Hindu  com- 
ment, while  upon  the  whole  it  is  sound  and  to  the  point.  The 
term  upabandha  is  doubtless  better  understood  actively,  as  repre- 
senting teno  ^pabadhya^te, '  that  whereby  there  is  binding  up :'  the 
presence  of  de^dya  in  the  rule  is  hardly  reconcilable  with  the  other 
interpretation.  The  intent  of  the  specification  nityam  is  to  exclude 
general  exceptions,  made  in  view  of  other  passages,  or  of  the  text 
at  large,  but  not  at  all  to  deny  the  possibility  of  exceptions  made 
expressly  for  the  upabandha  passages:  and  such  are  iv.53  and 
others,  referred  to  by  the  objector,  and  refuted  by  an  inapplicable 
special  pleading.  Tlie  force  which  the  commentator  ascribes  to 
the  tu  of  the  rule  belongs  rather  to  depdya,  and  the  tu  has  the 
value  of  a  general  disjunctive,  bringing  in  a  precept  not  connected 
with  what  has  gone  before. 

Any  additional  instances  of  the  application  of  the  principles 
here  laid  down  I  have  not  searched  for  or  chanced  upon.  The 
rule  is  appealed  to  but  once  in  the  sequel  (under  iv.64). 

60.  Also  a  cause  belonging  to  another  word,  in  the  case  of  a 
pragraha  or  of  a  word  containing  anusvdra. 

thoktasya  prdbalydt.    nanv  ate  ave  (iv.64)  ity  anayoh  kanthok- 

tydi  ^vd  ^lam :  tatra  nityayrahan^na  kim.    ucyate :  nitardm  pari- 

hdrah:  kanthoktir  upahandhaprdptim  eva  nivartaycUi  nityapa- 

bdas  tu  prdptyantaram  apt  pariharati:  yathd:  dve ity  atra 

ekavyaveto  'pi  (iv.61)  iti  prdptih:  van- iti  **  vC<?(iv.38) 

ddiprdptih:    evam    ddy  ilhaniyam}^.    mdhiah^yamatdnusdrenai 

^vam  prapancitam, 

'  B.  upanibadhyatcL  *  W.  itya,  ^  G.  M.  om.  1u.  *  W.  B.  om.  *  G.  M.  kevaiam 
?iav'.  ^  G.  M.  sarvadh/i.  '  W.  om.  '^  G.  M.  any  atra,  '*  G.  M.  om.  '^^  G.  M.  yo- 
thd  "  G.  M.  -rati.  '•  B.  kevaiam  h-,  '3  ^vv.  -^  w  G.  M.  ins.  aira.  »  G.  M. 
-niyaTnam. 
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The  intent  of  this  rule  is  made  suflGlciently  clear  by  the  commen- 
tator, but  he  is  unable  to  show  satisfactorily  its  connection,  or  the 
implication  in  virtue  of  which  it  comes  to  mean  what  it  does.  He 
puts,  however,  a  bold  face  upon  it,  and  declares  that  the  ca^  '  also,' 
miplies  the  negative  {nafi:  compare  Panini  iL2.6  etc.)  meaning 
signified  by  tu  (that  is  to  say,  the  tu  of  the  preceding  rule).  This 
is  quite  umntelUgible.  More  defensible  would  be  the  continuance 
of  nityam^  'constantly:'  this,  indeed,  I  conceive  to  be  the  real 
interpretation  of  the  ca;  although  the  rule  is  even  thus  left  insuffi- 
ciently explained  by  its  context.  The  term  srddiahu  points  us  to 
the  sixteenth  chapter,  where  is  to  be  found  an  enumeration  of  all 
the  cases  in  the  banhita  exhibiting  an  anuavdra  which  is  not  a 
consequence  of  the  phonetic  rules  of  the  treatise — of  all  the  words 
which  in  their  pada  form  contain  an  armsvdra — and  this  enumera- 
tion is  led  off  (xvi2)  with  the  syllable  era,  Manjr  of  this  class  of 
words  are  pointed  out,  as  elsewhere  in  the  Prati9akhya,  by  men- 
tioning the  words  which  they  precede  or  follow ;  which  latter,  then, 
become  in  the  view  of  the  ti eatise  their  nimitta^  or  '  cause '  (taking 
the  post  hoc  or  ante  hoc  for  a  propter  hoc).  Inasmuch,  now,  as  the 
pragraha  quality  and  the  occurrence  of  this  avvusvdra  belong  to 
the  word  itself^  independently  of  its  surroundings,  it  becomes 
necessary  to  teach  that,. when  a  word  has  been  defined  by  means  of 
its  surroundings  as  thus  characterized,  it  retains  its  character  even 
when  separated  from  them,  as  it  is  in  the  padoriQiit.  Or,  in  the 
language  of  the  rule,  the  defined  occasion  of  a  pra^raha  or  of  a 
constituent  anusvdra  is  of  force,  even  when  it  is,  or  is  in,  another 
pada. 

The  commentator,  in  illustration  of  the  action  of  the  rule,  refers 
us  first  to  iv.28,  where  ghnt  and  cakre  are  declared  jora^raAa  when 
immediately  followed  hj  p;  these  words  are  pragraha  also  in  the 
padortext  of  the  same  passages,  when  there  is  a  pause  betweeti 
them  and  thejt>.  Again,  he  quotes  rule  xvill,  where  md  is  de- 
clared to  have  no  anusvdra  after  it  when  preceded  by  an  avor 
graha;  that  is,  when  it  begins  the  second  member  of  a  compound, 
as  in  ardhamdse  devdh  (ii6.6®) :  here,  too,  the  precept  holds  when 

60.  cakdras  tu^abdanigaditam^  naUartham  anvddigati:  pror 
graheshu  srddishu  ca  ndndpadasambandhi*  nimittam  asamhitd- 
ydm  api  scakdryam*  upadipatt  Hi  pragrahdnusvdrakdryam*  na 
nivartate.  ycUhd:  vakshyati:  ghnt  cakre  pap  are  (iv.28)  pra- 
grahdu  bhavata  iti:  aPra  pragraJiatve  papareno*  ^padishte  pada- 
kdle  *  tathdi  'va.  srddishu  ca''  yathd:  nd  ^vagrahaptlrvah 
(xvLll)  ity  avagrahend  ^nusvdrdgame  nishiddhe  padakdle  'pi  ta- 
thdi ^va:  yathd":  ardhr sha^anatvdddu  "  tu  ndndpadtyaM^ 

nimittam  samhitdydm  eva  kdryam  karott  Hy  ay  am  drambhah: 
yathd^\'  puc- :  prav- 

1  G  M  -bdena  ni^.  «  G.  M.  -dhcu  »  G.  M.  wik-,  *  W.  -adrak-:  B.  'hanuavak-. 
»  G.  M.  pakdrena,  •  G.  M.  ins.  'pi,  ^  G.  M.  om.  » '^.  om.  *  G.  M.  ins.  ca. 
w  G.  M.  -yo.    »'  W.  om. 
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the  avagraha  pause  intervenes  between  the  two  parts  of  the  com- 
pound :  as,  araha-mdse.  On  the  other  hand,  the  cause  {nimitta)  of 
alteration  of  a  sibilant  or  nasal,  if  in  a  different  pada  from  the 
letter  it  affects,  is  efficient  only  in  sathhitd:  for  example,  gucisJiad 
iti  ^uci-sat  (iv.2.1^),  and  pravdhana  iti  pra-vdhanan  (L3.3):  and 
this  is  the  occasion  of  the  rule. 

I  see  no  reason  why  this  rule  does  not  need  to  stf)ply  also  to  the 
cases  of  an  original  lingual  nasal  (//)  enumerated  in  the  thirteenth 
chapter. 

61.  A  repeated  passage,  of  three  or  more  words,  is  as  already 
established. 

That  is  to  say,  the  reading  of  any  connected  passage  is  as  estab- 
lished by  the  rules  for  the  first  place  where  it  occurs :  if  repeated 
in  a  later  part  of  the  Sanhita,  where  other  rules,  there  appbcable, 
would  change  its  reading,  it  is  exempred  from  their  influence. 

Several  examples  are  given  in  illustration  by  the  commentator. 
In  the  third  chapter  (prapna)  of  the  first  book  (kdnda)  of  the  San- 
hitS,  occurs  the  phrase  devasya  tvd  savituh  prasave  '^1710/1  (L3.1'  : 
but  the  same  phrase  is  found  also  twice  before,  at  i.  1.4^,6),  and 
the  initial  a  of  its  last  word  is  cut  off  by  the  general  rule  xLl ; 
hence,  when  it  occurs  again  in  a  vdjapeya  passage  (namely  at 
i.7.103),  where,  by  xi.3,  the  elision  of  the  a  is  forbidden,  the  effect 
of  the  latter  rule  is  suspended,  and  the  passage  reads  as  before. 
Again,  the  words  supathd  rdye  astndn  are  first  found  at  Ll.14*, 
where,  as  the  a?iui)dka  is  a  ydjyd,  the  a  of  asnnln  remains  unelided 
by  xL3;  and  when  they  occur  again  at  i.4.43^,  that  letter  still 
maintains  its  place.  Once  more,  the  phrase  sa  jdto  garhho  asi 
rodasyoh  is  read  at  iv.l.42,  and  again  at  v.1.5^"*  ;  the  former  time 
in  an  ukhya  passage,  where  the  a  of  asi  is  retained  by  xi.3 ;  and 
it  is  therefore  retained  in  the  other  passage  also. 

Tlie  commentator  applies  to  the  rule  the  restriction  that  in  the 
repeated  passage  the  word  respecting  whose  form  there  is  question 
must  hold  the  third  place  (that  is  to  say,  doubtless,  that  it  must 
have  not  less  than  two  other  words  before  it).  In  support  of  this 
limitation,  he  cites  a  case:  at  iv.2.83,  in  an  nJchya  passage,  occur 

61.  traydndm  jjoddndm  samdhdras  tripadam:  kdryahhdjah 
padaaya  trtiyatvam  vijiieyam:  idrpaih  tripadcim:  tat^  pnthhrty 
ddir  yasya  tat  trlpadaprabhrtl  yathoktam  ptlrvoktam  vidhith 
karoti  avavi^hanam^  yatra*  tripadaprabhrti  punaruktam  cet, 
tathd:  *  lupyate  tv  akdra  ekdrdukdrap'drvah   (xi.l)    ity 

anena  prcUhamakdndatrttyaprapne  dev- ity  atrd  ^kdre  lupte 

tad  eva  vdkyam  vdjapeye  ^py  lUopam  bddhitvd  tathdi  't?a  bhavati: 

tripadaprabhrtitvdt.    ubhd  vdm  (i.1.14*)  ity  atra  sup- ity 

ud  u  tyam  jdtavedasam  (14.43^)   ity  atrd  ^pi  tathdi 


I  61.]         Tdiltiriya- Prdtii^hya  and  Tribhdshyaratna.  47 

the  words  prthivtm  anu  ye  arUarikshe  ye  divi  tebhyah  (W.  B. 
omit  the  first  two  words  of  the  citation),  and  the  a  of  antarihahe 
is  left  unelided  hy  xi.3 ;  hut  at  iv.S.ll^  (in  the  last  anuvdka  of 
the  chapter  called  rudra:  see  rule  xi3)  we  read  ye  prthivydm  ye 
'fUarikshe  ye  divi  (W.  B.,  again,  omit  the  first  two  words  quoted, 
and  also  give  ye  ant-) — which,  hut  for  his  restriction,  would  he  a 
violation  of  the  rule.  I  cannot  hut  question,  however,  the  right  of 
the  commentator  thus  to  limit  the  nile,  for  I  have  noted  at  least 
three  cases  where,  if  it  he  admitted,  the  retention  of  an  initial  a  in 
a  repeated  passage  would  he  left  without  authority:  they  are 
pdvako  a^mabhyam  (v.4.4*  and  iv.G.l^**^),  preddho  agne  (v.4  7* 
and  iv.6.5*),  and  dawnkrdvtjo  akdrisham  (vii.4.19*  and  i.5.11*). 
Whether  there  are  other  cases  like  that  to  which  the  commentator 
appeals,  I  am  unahle  to  say :  but  I  cannot  help  suspecting  that  he 
devised  this  modification  of  the  rule  to  suit  that  particular  passage, 
without  sufficient  regard  to  what  might  he  required  hy  other  parts 
of  the  text. 

But  he  is  guilty  of  another  piece  of  arbitrary  interpretation 
which  is  still  more  uniustifiable,  and  which  he  makes  yet  lamer 
work  of  defending.  Ihe  term  tripadaprahhrti  means,  according 
to  him,  a  series  of  words  beginning  with  three  words  of  which  the 
third  is  the  one  whose  form  is  in  question — that  is  to  say,  a  series 
of  at  least  four  words,  of  which  one  follows  the  word  of  doubtful 
reading.  .  The  case  to  which  he  appeals  to  estaljlish  this  is  as  fol- 
lows :  the  words  diva^  pari  prathnmamjfijne  agnir  asmat  (W.  B. 
omit  asmat)  occur  at  i.3.14*.  in  a  ydjyd  passage,  where  agnih  keeps 
its  initiial  vovel  hy  xi.3  ;  again,  the  words  itah  prathamam  jajtle  ag- 
nih are  found  at  ii.2.4®  :  there  seems  to  be  a  repetition,  and  a  read- 
ing of  agnih  founded  upon  it ;  but  it  is  not  proper  to  claim  that 
the  retention  of  a  here  has  this  ground ;  it  is  due  to  the  inclusion 
(in  rule  xLl6)  of  Jaj fie  among  the  words  which  do  not  cause  the 
elision :  for  such  inclusion  would  otherwise  be  to  no  purpose  (since 
there  is  in  the  Sanhitii  no  other  passage  to  which  the  prescription 
should  apply).  Any  other  case  seeming  to  require  the  interpreta- 
tion here  m  question  I  have  not  noticed ;  and  we  have  the  right  to 
presume  that,  if  the  commentator  had  knowledge  of  one  which  sup- 
ported his  view  more  unequivocally,  he  would  not  have  failed  to 
refer  to  it     So  far  as  appears,  then,  the  sole  object  of  this  forced 

'wcr.    *  sam  te  vdyur  (iv.1.4*)  ity  atra  sa ity  etat  krUram 

iva  (v.1.6*)  ity  atrd  ^pi  tathdi  'va.  brdhmanavdkyeshu  tu*  tri- 
padamdtrdd  vd  kdryam  bhavati :  brdhmanavdkyeshu  pHrvaathor 
lasydV    't?o    '*kteh*:     yathd:     imdm    agrbhnan    rapandm* 

(iv.1.2*)  ity  atra  mar- ity  etad  vdkyam^^  ut  krdma  (v.1.3*) 

ity  atrd  ^pi  tathdi  ^va  bhavati,    kdryahhdjah  padaaya  trttyatvam 

iti  kim:  prth- ity  "  ukhye:  ye iti  rudrottamdnuvdke. 

prabhrtt  ^ti  kim:  tvam  agne  rudrah  (i.3.14')  iti  ydjydydm 
diva$ iti  vdkyam    agnaye   'nnavate  (iL2.4*)   ity  atra 


48  W.D.  FA/iney,  [L  61- 

interpretation  of  the  word  tripadaprabhrti  (one  which  the  word 
may  oe  said  decidedly  not  to  admit  of)  is  to  save  rule  xLl6  from 
the  charge  of  repetition  in  a  single  point :  we  shall  presume  with 
much  greater  plausibility  that,  when  the  rule  was  made,  the  fact 
that  this  particular  case  was  already  covered  by  L61  was  over^ 
verlooked. 

But  the  commentator  virtually  admits  the  unsoundness  of  his 
own  work  by  acknowledging  that  in  the  brdhmana'-fssssLges 
{brdhmaruwdkya)  of  the  Sanhita  a  simple  phrase  of  three  words  is 
enough  to  jiistSy  the  application  of  the  rule,  "because,"  he  says, 
"of  the  quotation  in  the  ^dAm^^no-passages  of  a  previously- 
occurring  phrase :"  that  is  to  say,  because  the  prose  part  of  the 
Sanhita  is  to  so  great  an  extent  occupied  with  citing  and  com- 
menting on  the  phrases  and  words  of  other  parts — a  fact  which 
has,  doubtless,  been  the  special  occasion  ana  suggestion  of  the 
present  rule.  Thus,  the  words  marya^t  aprJiayaa  varno  agnih 
are  quoted  at  v.  1.3  ^  (with  the  customary  addition,  Uy  dha)^  from 
the  previous  passage  iv.1.2*:  and  although  the  ndbhim  which 
follows  agnih  at  its  first  occurrence  is  not  also  quoted,  and  the 
quotation  is  not  therefore  a  tripadaprabhrti  according  to  the  com- 
mentator's construction  of  this  term,  the  rule  holds  good,  and  the 
a  of  agnih  has  a  right  to  stand 

The  general  value  of  this  rule  is  that  of  a  limitation  to  the  last 
but  one ;  it  points  out  a  class  of  cases  in  which  a  rule  given  for 
a  particular  passage  is  not  limited  to  that  passage,  but  also  acts 
elsewhere;  in  which,  moreover,  such  a  rule  does  not  govern  nit- 
yam^  '  against  all  opposition,'  the  reading  of  the  passage  to  which 
it  relates. 

The  commentator  notices  the  fact  that  the  repetition  of  the  final 
word  of  the  rule  indicates  the  conclusion  of  the  chapter.  Such 
repetition  is  made  at  the  end  of  each  chapter,  and  by  all  the  manu- 
scripts ;  and,  as  it  is  thus  farther  ratified  by  the  comment,  I  have 
not  hesitated  to  admit  it  as  an  authentic  part  of  the  text  of  the 
Prati9akhya.     G.  M.  repeat  the  whole  rule  m  this  case. 

it  ah iti  punaruktam :  tat^^  tathdi  ^vd  ^b/iavad^*  iticet:  mdi 

^vam:  tripa<Iamdtrdd^*  eva  tathdbhdva^^  iti  **  vaJcturh  nayuktam: 
kim  tujajfie  sansphdnah  (xi.l6)  itijajtlegrahartasdmarthydt: 
^''anyathd  tam/a^*  vdiyarthydt^\ 
padavtpsd^^  ^dhydyaparisamdptim  dyotayati. 

iti  tribhdshyaratne  prdti^khyavivarane 
prathamo  'dhydyah. 

»  G.  M.  om.  «  W.  -miya;  G.  uAshena.  ^  G.  M.  idam.  *  G.  M.  ins.  hi.  *  G.  M. 
ins.  (atM.  ^  G.  M.  om.  '  G.  M.  purvdsydi.  «  G.  M.  'ktah.  »  G.  M.  om.  »»  G.  M. 
om.  '1  G.  M.  ins.  ebhya.  '«  G.  M.  om.  '»  G.  M.  sydd.  "  G.  M.  trtpaddd. 
'*  G.  M.  tathii  hhavatu.  '*  G.  M.  ins.  cUra.  ^")  VV.  om.  '»  G.  M.  tasydi  'vcu 
'»  G.  M.  paddvrttyd. 
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and  diphthongs;  30,  nasals;  31-34,  difference  of  vowels  and  consonants; 
35-39,  mode  of  production  of  mutes;  40-43,  of  semivowels;  44r-46,  of  spirants; 
46-48,  of  h  and  h  ;  49-62,  of  nasal  sounds. 
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1.  Now  for  the  origin  of  sound. 

For  the  word  atJha  in  this  rule  the  commentator  allows  us  our 
choice  between  two  interpretations :  it  either  indicates  immediate 
succession — ^thus,  the  list  of  articulate  sounds  having  been  given, 
there  next  arises  the  desire  to  know  what  is  the  cause  of  these 
sounds,  or  how  they  become  apprehensible  by  the  sense,  and  then 
follows  the  explanation  here  to  be  given — or  it  is  introductory, 
signifying  that  from  this  point  onward  the  subject  of  the  origin  of 
sound  is  the  one  had  in  hand.  Conipare  the  similar  and  yet  more 
lengthy  discussion  under  rule  Ll.  He  then  goes  on  to  draw  out 
the  significance  of  the  rule  itselt  Qabda  he  explains  by  dhvani: 
both,  when  used  thus  distinctively,  mean  audible  sound  in  general, 
rather  than  articulate  sound  or  voice  (compare  xxiil,2;  xxiii.3). 
He  paraphrases :  "  of  the  articulate  sounds,  a  etc.,  the  cause  of 
perception,  or  their  origin,  their  birth,  the  apprehension  by  the 
sense — just  as,  even  before  water  is  seen,  there  is  moisture  in  the 
ground,  and  that  becomes  visible  in  Consequence  of  digging — this 
IS  the  subject  of  description."  We  seem  to  catch  here  a  glimpse 
of  that  same  doctrine  of  the  eternity  of  sound  to  which  reference 
was  made  above,  under  i.67 :  our  organs  do  not  properly  produce 
it,  but  their  action  brings  it  to  the  cognizance  of  the  senses,  as  the 
action  of  digging  brings  water  to  light. 

1.  vkto  varnasamdmndyah:  tesprdm  varndndm  Mdrh^  kdra- 
narh*  katharh  vd  tadupalabdhir  ity  dkdrikshdnantaram  *  nirOpyata 
iiy  dnantarydrtho  ^thapabdcth.  atha  vd :  ita  uttaram  yad  vaksh- 
yate  tac  chabdoipattir  ity  etad^  adhikrtam  vedUavyam  ity  adhikdr 
rdrthah.  paMo  ndma  dhvanih:  varndndm  akdrddtndm  updddr 
nakdranam*  tadutpattir*  janma  upcUabdhir  vd:  yatho  ^dakaaya 
^darpandt  pdrvam  eva  bhilmdujalam  asty  eva  tat  khanandd^  drp- 
yate  tadvaf:  se  ^yam  ucycUa*  iti  sUtrdrthah. 

^  G.  M.  kidrfom.  *  W.  karcmam,  '  G.  M.  ins.  tan.  *  G.  M.  om.  ^  B.  'karanam. 
«  G.  M.  Uuya  ut-.    H)  W.  B.  om*.    ^  MSS.  khanand.    *  G.  M.  drabkyaia. 

voIm  IX.  7 
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2.  By  the  setting  in  motion  of  air  by  the  body,  at  the  junc- 
tion of  throat  and  breast 

The  first  part  of  this  rule  (literally, '  from  air-body-impulsion ') 
is  obscurely  expressed,  and  of  ambiguous  meanine.  The  commen- 
tator gives  three  explanations  of  it,  the  first  of  which  is  also  itself 
obscure.  Agni  ('fire,  warmth' — 'heat  of  the  body'?),  he  says, 
impels  Vay u  ('  air,  wind ') ;  that  is  what  "  air-body  means  (but 
how  ?).  From  such  an  impulsion — ^that  is  to  say,  expulsion,  effort 
at  utterance — at  the  junction  of,  or  between,  throat  and  breast, 
comes  the  origination  of  sound.  And  he  quotes  a  verse  from  the 
^il^ha  (verses  8-9  of  the  Yajus  version,  verses  6-7  of  the  Rik  ver- 
sion: see  Weber's  Ind.  Stud.,  iv.360-1):  "the  mind  impels  the 
body-fire ;  that  sets  in  motion  air ;  and  air,  moving  in  the  breast, 
generates  a  gentle  tone."  Again  (or  rather,  apparently,  as  a  part 
of  the  same  explanation :  but  its  inconsistency  with  the  rest  is  pal- 
pable), he  makes  a  copulative  compound  of  vdynr^rtra^  namely 
'  air-and-body :'  "  from  the  impulsion  of  those  two."  Once  more,  he 
quotes  as  the  opinion  of  other  authorities  that  vdyur^arlra  means 
'  the  air  in  the  Dody,'  the  compound  being  of  such  a  sort  that  that 
which  should  be  its  first  member  is  put  last,  after  the  analogy  of 
r^adarUa,  'upper  incisor'  (literally,  'king-tooth' — ^that  is,  as  the 
]£ndu  etymologists  explain  it, '  tooth-king,  chief  among  the  teeth '), 
and  the  other  words  composing  that  gana  (to  Pan.  ii.2.dl).  And 
he  adds  the  remark  that,  in  this  interpretation,  the  air  is  under- 
stood as  the  cause  of  the  impulsion,  not  its  product. 

In  the  translation  of  the  rule  given  above,  the  primary  division 
of  the  compound  is  regarded  as  to  be  made  after  vdyu;  ^rtra- 
samtrana  meaning  an  '  impulsion  by  the  body,'  and  vdt/u  being 
prefixed  in  a  genitive  relation, '  of  the  air.'  This  is  harsh,  but  ap- 
pears to  me  more  acceptable  and  less  violent  than  the  other  construc- 
tions proposed.     Practically,  the  point  is  of  small  consequence. 

2.  vdyum  agnih  aamtrayatt  Hi  vdyupariram:  tdUhdbhUtdt  aam* 

irandt :  prerandd  ahhighdtdiT  ity  arthdh  :  kanthoraaoh  samdhdne 

madhyade^  ^bdotpattir  bhavatt  Hf:  ^kshd  cdi  'vom  asU  '<i*; 

manah  kdydgnim^  dha/nti*  aa*  preraycUi  mdnUam': 

mdrutas  tH  Wasi  caran  mandrarh  janayati  *$varam 

iti*.  vdyup  ca  ^rtrarh  ca  vdyuparire:  tayoh  aamiranam:  tasmdt  * . 

anye  tv  dhvJi :  vdyoh  parire  aatah  samiranam :  ^Haamdc  chahdot- 

pcUtir  iti:  tatre^^  ^tthaih  samdsah:  rdjadarUdditvdc  charirctaya^^ 

paranipdtah :  ^rire  vdyur^*  vdyu^riram:  t(Mya  sa/mtranam^'*: 

taamdt,    cumin  mate  vdyoh  aamtranakartrtvam  eva  na  tu  karmd- 

tvam. 

1  G.  M.  abMpd-.  >  a.  M.  om.  *  G.  M.  om.  *  G.  M.  -gni.  »  G.  M.  kdnH. 
*  G.  M.  Mm.  ^  G.  M.  ohl  ^  G.  M.  om.  *  G.  M.  ins.  vdyuforircuomirandt, 
(^KoBL    "  G.  ^  aire,    ^*  G.  M.  -rofobdaeya.    i*  G.  M.  om. 
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Compare  with  what  is  taught  by  our  treatise  here  and  later 
(xxiLl,2;  xxiii.1-3)  Vaj.  Pr.  i6-9 ;  Kik  Pr.  xiiil. 

rm   UlfHHJr^lfn    ^T^FJ^:    ^^HS":    %^  git 
Hfifl*    ^  II  ^  II 

S.  The  parts  which  give  it  audible  quality  are  breast,  throat, 
head,  mouth,  and  nostnls. 

The  commentator  explains  prdtiprutkdni  as  signifying  *the 
places  of  production  (sthdndni)^  having  to  do  with  the  resonance 
(pratiffnU=pratidhvani, '  resonance '),  of  the  aforesaid  sound  (pab- 
aa)?  He  oners  no  remark  upon  the  organs  enumerated,  but  leaves 
their  various  offices  to  be  derived  from  the  rules  which  follow. 
But,  in  anticipation  of  the  next  three  rules,  he  observes  that  they 
teach  the  three-fold  quality  of  sound,  as  sonant,  surd,  and  A-sound, 
rule  4  giving  the  definition  of  the  first  kind. 

The  Ciksha  (v.l3 :  Weber's  Ind.  Stud.  iv.361)  makes  an  enumer- 
ation of  eight  athdnaSy  or  places  of  production  of  articulate  sounds, 
dividing  the  "mouth"  ot  our  list  mto  root  of  the  tongue,  teeth, 
lips,  and  palate. 


#^  ^fli^  !71^:   f5Rq^iig|i 


4.  When  the  throat  is  closed,  tone  is  produced. 

The  commentator  treats  this  rule  as  a  definition  of  the  technical 
term  ndda, '  tone,'  and  cites  rule  8,  below,  as  an  example  of  the 
use  of  the  term. 

The  Rik  Pr.  (xiii.l)  gives  a  corresponding  definition  of  sonant 
utterance,  but  specifies  the  aperture  {kha)  of  the  throat  as  the 
part  whose  contraction  or  closure  produces  the  tone.  Compare 
also  Vaj.  Pr.  i.ll.  It  is  greatly  to  the  credit  of  the  ancient 
Hindu  phonetists  that  they  had  gained  by  acute  observation  so 
clear  an  idea  of  the  manner  in  which  the  intonation  of  the  breath 
is  effected  in  the  throat ;  but  precisely  how  accurate  a  knowledge 

8.  taaya  prakrtasya^  ^ahdasyo  Wahprdbhrttni  athdndni  '  hha- 
vanti :  pratipm^  pratidhvanih  :  HaUambandhtni  prdti^rutkdni*. 
^samvrte  kanthe  nddah  kriyate  (ii.4)  etadddind  aUtratrayena 
pabdatrdividhyam*  ticyate:  nddah^  ^dso  hakdra^  ce  Hi:  tdvan 
nddalakshanam  dJia*  *, 

m 

»  G.  M.  prakftL  «  G.  M.  ins.  prdtifrutkdnl  ^  G.  M.  -frutkd.  <*)  W.  om. 
<^  G.  M.  insert  this  (ezcepUng  the  rule)  at  the  beginning  of  the  commentary  to 
the  next  role.    *  G.  M.  fobcUuya  tr-.    ''  M8S.  ndda,    ^  G.  M.  uq/aU. 

4.  sarhvrte  kanthe  yah  pabdah  kriyate  aa  nddasamjflo  bhavati, 
$an\ffidydJi^ prayqfanam :  nddo  'nupraddnam  (iL8)  itt'. 

1  G.  M.  ikSdewam..    *Q.U.Uy(idi. 
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they  had  of  the  nature  and  action  of  the  Tocal  chords,  whose  ten- 
sion produces  the  closure,  we,  of  course,  cannot  say. 

5.  When  it  is  opened,  breath  is  produced.        , 

The  explanation  given  of  this  rule  corresponds  with  that  of  the 
preceding,  and  the  rule  cited  for  the  use  of  the  term  pvdsa^  *  breath,' 
IB  ii.lO. 

^  ^^:  II  \  II 

6.  When  in  an  intermediate  condition,  the  A-sound  is 
produced. 

Madhye  is  explained  as  meaning  '  in  a  method  intermediate  be- 
tween closed  ana  opened :'  the  rest  of  the  comment  agrees  with 
the  two  preceding,  and  the  cited  rule  is  iL9. 

Of  tfie  other  Prati9akhyas,  only  that  of  the  Rig- Veda  sets  up  a 
third  kind  of  articulated  material,  besides  tone  and  breath ;  and 
that  (xiiL2)  derives  the  material  from  a  combination  of  the  two 
others,  rather  than  their  mean.  I  have  already  (note  to  Ath.  Pr. 
il3)  expressed  my  opinion  that  the  attempt  to  establish  this  dis- 
tinction is  forced  and  futile,  and  I  see  at  present  no  reason  for 
changing  it.  That  intonated  and  unintonated  breath  should  be 
emitted  from  the  same  throat  at  once  is  physically  impossible.  In 
loud  stridulous  whispering,  there  is  a  tension  of  the  vocal  chords 
only  short  of  that  which  gives  rise  to  sonant  vibration ;  and  if 
any  one  chooses  to  claim  that  the  aspirations  used  in  loud  speak- 
ing partake  of  such  a  character,  sometimes  or  always,  we  need 
not  be  at  the  pains  to  contradict  him. 

FTT   G|l!iy*HM:  II  ^il 

\» 

7.  Those  are  the  materials  of  alphabetic  sounds. 

That  is  to  say,  the  three  kinds  of  material  just  described — tone, 
breath,  and  A-sound,  some  letters  having  one  of  these  as  the  mate- 
rial out  of  which  they  are  made,  and  others  another.  Just  so,  it 
is  added,  jars  and  dishes  have  clay  for  their  material,  and  thread 
is  the  material  of  cloth. 

The  commentator  then  goes  on  to  raise  and  answer  a  grammati- 
cal objection  to  the  form  of  the  rule.     Since  it  is  the  office  of  a 

6.  vivrte  kunthe  yah  ^ahdah  kriyate  sa  ^dsasamjno  hhavatL 
samjadydh prayojan am :  aghosheahu  pt;<^«aA(ii.lO)  itL 

6.  saihvrtainvrtayor  madhye  madhyaprakdre  yah  gahdah  kri- 
yate sa  hakCirasamjno  bhavoti.  aarr^ndydh prayqjanam, :  hakdro 
hacaturtheshv  (iL9)  itL 
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pronoun  to  call  to  mind  things  already  mentioned,  and  the  words 
ndda^  pvdsa,  and  hakdra^  which  are  referred  to  by  the  pronoun  in 
this  rule,  are  masculine,  why  is  the  pronoun  feminine  {tdh^  instead 
of  te)  ?  The  reply  is :  "  by  the  dictum  of  the  Mahabhashya,  *  pro- 
nouns effecting  the  equivalence  of  the  thing  pointed  at  and  of  that 
which  is  pointed  out  respecting  it  assume  at  pleasure  the  gender 
of  either  of  the  two,'  is  established  the  propriety  of  the  form  used 
in  the  rule;  therefore  there  takes  place  a  mutual  accordance,  or 
apposition."  The  passage  referred  to  is  apparently  that  found, 
not  in  the  Mahabhashya  itself,  but  in  Kaiyyata's  ilahabhashya- 
pradipa,  nearly  at  the  beginning  of  the  work  (1  owe  this  reference 
to  the  kindness  of  Prof  Goldsttlcker) :  in  Ballantyne's  edition 
(p.  7)  it  reads,  with  several  variations  from  the  text  given  by  our 
commentator,  uddi^amdnapratinirdi^yamdnayor  ekatvam  dpd- 
dayanti  sarvandmdni  parydyena  taUiilgam  upddadata  iti.  Ref- 
erence is  again  made  to  this  passage  for  a  similar  purpose  under 
V.2. 
The  Rik  Pr.  (xiiL2)  has  this  rule  also,  in  nearly  identical  form. 

8.  In  vowels  and  sonant  consonants,  the  emission  is  sound. 

The  term  anupraddna  is  etymologized  as  representing  anupror 
dtyate  'nena  varnah,  *  therewith  is  given  forth  an  articulate  sound ;' 
and  anupradiyate  is  farther  explained  by  upddtyate,  *  is  obtained,' 
and  janyate,  *  is  generated.'  As  synonym  for  the  same  term  is 
given  mUlakdrana^  *  radical  cause.' 

I  have  already  (note  to  Ath.  Pr.  il8)  called  attention  to  the 
praiseworthy  unanimity  with  which  the  Hindu  phonetists  define 

7.  varndndm  prakrtayo  varnaprakrtayah :  id  varnaprakrtayo 

bhavanti  ye  nddapvdsahakdrd  uktdh:  nddaprakrtayah  Jcecid  var- 

ndh  :  ^daaprakrtayo  'nye:  hakdraprakrtayo  *nye :  yathd  mrtpra- 

krtayo  ghata^rdvddayah :  yathd  vd^   tantuprdkrtayah  patdh, 

nanu  sarvandmnah  prakrtapardmarpitvdn*  ndda^vdsahakdreshu 

pumlingeahu  *  aatsu  td  iti  atrilingaprayogah  katJiam  sddhuh. 

ucyate:  nirdi^amdnapratinirdipyamdnayor*  ekatdm  dpddayanti 

sarvandmdni  kdmacdrena  taUingam^  upddadata  iti  mahdbhdshya- 

vacandt  prayogasddhutvam   adhyavastyate :    taamdd  anyanyd- 

nvayah*  sambhavatV, 

'  G.  M.  om.  '  Q.  M.  -Tfokaiih,  »  G.  M.  ina  pardmarfdrJiesku.  *  W.  -prakfrti- 
nird-.    ^  W.  -ngatdm;  G.  M.  tattaU-,    *  G.  M.  -yaaambhavah,    "^  G.  M.  om. 

8.  svareshu  ghoshavatsu  ca^  varneshu  nddo  'nupraddnam  bhor 
vati:  anupradiyate  'nena  varna^  ity  anupraddnam  mUlakdranam: 
anupradtyata  upddtycUeJanyata  ity  arthah,  ^ 

»  W.  om.    '  W.  B.  -9<i 
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the  true  ground  of  the  distinction  between  surd  and  sonant  letters. 
European  phonetists,  after  long  perplexing  the  subject  with  such 
false  distinctions  as  are  expressed  by  th<e  terms  "  soft  "  and  "  hard," 
"  weak  "  and  "  strong,"  and  the  like,  seem  now  at  last  to  be  com- 
ing to  a  universal  accordance  in  the  correct  view. 


^cjfT^   ^T|rj^5J  II  ^  II 


9.  In  h  and  in  sonant  aspirate  mutes,  it  is  A-sound. 

For  the  quality  of  this  A-sound,  see  rule  6,  abova  The  Rik 
Pr.  (xiiL2,5 :  rules  6,17)  connects  in  the  same  manner  h  and  the 
"  fourth  "  mutes.  Our  treatise  evidently  regards  the  peculiar  h- 
sound  belonging  to  the  sonant  aspirates  not  as  something  that  fol- 
lows the  breach  of  contact,  but  as  inhering  in  the  letter,  in  the 
same  manner  as  tone  in  the  simple  sonants.  Whether  the  Rik 
Pr.  hints  at  a  diflTerence  of  opinion  on  this  point  may  be  made  a 
matter  of  question.  But  the  failure  on  the  part  of  the  Pratij^ 
khyas  to  recognize  the  essentiallv  compound  cnaracter  of  the  aspi- 
rate mutes,  the  fact  that  these  differ  nrom  the  onaspirated  mutes 
by  interposing  something  between  the  mute  and  the  following 
vowel,  is  one  of  their  marked  weaknesses. 

The  commentator  enters  mto  no  labored  exposition  of  the  rule, 
but  spends  his  strength,  rather,  in  defending  its  situation.  He 
first  suggests  the  objection  that  it  is  not  in  proper  place,  as  offend- 
ing against  the  order  observed  in  the  definition  of  the  three  kinds 
of  material  (the  A-sound  is  defined  last,  and  we  should  therefore 
expect  the  letters  containing  it  to  be  specified  last) ;  but  claims 
in  reply  that  it  is,  after  all,  in  place,  being  intended  to  obviate 
an  undue  ext^ision  of  the  preceding  rule,  which  would  otherwise 
be  liable  to  be  made,  since  h  and  the  "  fourth  "  mutes  are  inclu- 
ded (by  Ll3,14)  among  the  sonant  consonants,  to  which  that  rule 
applies. 

10.  In  surd  consonants,  it  is  breath. 

Which  are  the  surd  consonants,  was  taught  us  in  rule  Ll2. 

9.  hak6/ra^  ca  caturthd^  ca  hacaturthdh:  teshu  varneshu*  ha- 
kdro  'nupraddnam  bhavati.  nanu  sahijfidvidhdnaJcramahhangor 
prasai^gdn*  nd  Hre  ^darh  sUtram  avatarati,  ghoshavatsv  iti  sdmdr 
nydn  nddo  hacaturtheshu  ca*  prasajyata^  ity  atipraaangapaHhd' 
rdrthatvdd  avataraty  eve  Hi  vaddmah*. 

^W.hof,  •  W.  om.  8  G.  M.  B.  -bhahgdn,  *  G.  M.  om.  »  G.  M.  -jyeta,  *  G.  M. 
vddah. 

10.  ag/iosheshu  varneshu  ^dso  'nupraddnam  hhavati\ 
*  B.  omits  rule  and  comment 
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^[jRi^ftwit  vr^imii 


11.  And  more  of  it  in  the  other  surd  letters  tlian  in  the 
simple  surd  mutes. 

Here  pvdsay  *  breath,'  is  continued  by  implication  from  the  pre- 
ceding rule  "in  virtue  of  vicinage"  {adrhnidhydt)^  as  the  com- 
mentator says  (there  being  no  ca^  *  and,'  in  the  rule,  to  indicate 
it  directly).  The  other  surd  letters  are  the  surd  aspirate  mutes 
and  the  spirants  (excepting  h).  There  is  no  separation  made  of 
these  two  classes  upon  the  important  ground  that  in  the  spirants 
the  greater  expenditure  of  breath  inheres  in  the  whole  character 
of  the  sound,  as  being  Mcative,  while  in  the  aspirate  mutes  it  con- 
sists in  a  brief  emission  between  the  explosion  of  the  contact  and 
the  following  voweL 

The  Rik  ft.  (xiiLO:  rule  19)  says  "some  regard  the  breath  in 
the  aspirates  as  quicker"— an  ambiguously  indefinite  expression. 

12.  In  forming  the  a-vowels,  the  lips  and  jaws  must  not  be 
too  nearly  approximated,  nor  too  widely  separated. 

The  plain  intent  of  this  rule  appears  to  be  to  guard  against  an 
excess  either  of  openness  or  of  closeness  in  the  utterance  of  a  and 
d,  while  at  the  same  time  these  two  sounds  are  considered  as  alike 
in  quality.  Such  is  not,  however,  the  imderstanding  of  the  com- 
mentator ;  he  declares  it  impossible  to  follow  both  directions  in 
forming  one  soimd,  and  directs  that  a  division  be  made :  excessive 
approximation  is  to  be  avoided  in  the  case  of  a,  and  excessive  sep- 
aration in  those  of  the  long  d  and  protracted  (Is.  If  his  intention 
had  been  to  recognize  the  same  difference  in  quality  between  a  and 
d  which  is  taught  by  the  AtL  Pr.  and  Vaj.  Pr.  and  by  Panini 
(see  note  to  AtL  Pr.  1.36),  he  would  have  been  likely  to  apply  the 
two  directions  of  the  rule  in  a  contrary  manner,  warning  against 
over-openness  in  a  and  over-closeness  in  d, 

11.  sdmnidhydc  chvdaa  iti  labhyate:  prcUhamd>hyo  'nyeshv 
aghoaheshu  pvdso^  bhUydn  adhiko  bhavati. 

*  G.  M.  om. 

12.  avarna  uccdryamdna  oshfhcihanv  dtyupasamhrtam  atiaam- 
^ishtam  na  bhavati:  ativyastam  ativivrtarh  ^ca  na^  bhavati, 
oshthdu  ca  hanH  c'  oshthahanu:  dvandvaQ  ca  prdnitHryaaendnr 
gdndm  (P^  iL4.2)  ity  ekavadbhdvah :  tad  etacT  ekasminn  ttbha- 
yathd  na  pakyate  kartum  iti  yogavibhdgah  kdryah*:  akdre  nd* 
Hyupasamhrtam  dkdre  ca*  plute  ca  nd  Hivyaatam  iti, 

<»)  W.naea.  *  W.  wa  tad;  G.  M.  om.  »  G.  M.  B.  om.  *  W.  G.  i^.  *  W.  B. 
om. 


56  W.  D.  Whitney,  /  [iL  12- 

The  term  oshfhahanu,  though  singular,  is  declared  to  signify  the 
two  lips  and  the  two  jaws,  and  a  rule  of  Panini  (114.2)  is  quoted  in 
justification  of  such  treatment  of  a  copulative  compound. 

13.  Also  in  uttering  o. 

The  "  also  "  {cd\  of  this  rule,  we  are  told,  brings  forward  only 
the  action  of  the  jaws  prescribed  in  the  preceding  rule :  this  ap- 
pears from  the  fact  that  the  one  following  gives  a  special  direc- 
tion with  regard  to  the  action  of  the  lips.  In  forming  an  o,  then, 
the  jaws  are  not  to  be  too  widely  separated. 


5Eft#r  FiqH^^^.HH^I  II  \d  II 


14.  But  the  lips  are  more  nearly  approximated. 

"  Vicinage  "  is  here  again  made  the  sufficiently  obvious  ground 
of  assuming  that  the  direction  applies  to  the  utterance  of  o.  The 
"  but "  (ti^  of  the  rule,  according  to  Vararuci,  one  of  the  three 
authorities  from  whom  our  comment  is  principally  derived  (see  the 
introduction),  annuls  the  direction  formerly  (in  rule  12)  given  as  to 
the  position  of  the  lips :  but  Mahisheya,  another  of  the  same  au- 
thorities, has  explained  it  as  exempting  from  the  widely  separated 
condition  the  o  of  such  words  as  bammoh  (iL6.8^).  This  latter  in- 
terpretation is  quite  absurd,  or  else  I  am  very  obtuse  with  regard 

to  It. 

As  regards  the  precise  tone  of  the  o,  such  directions  as  these 
can  teach  us  nothing  satisfactory.  The  only  valuable  conclusion 
which  we  derive  from  them  is  that  the  authors  of  the  Prati9akhya 
looked  upon  the  sound  as  a  simple  homogeneous  tone — not  phonet- 
ically diphthongal,  although  in  classification  excluded  (by  rule  L2) 
from  the  category  of  simple  vowels.  The  same,  we  shall  see,  is 
the  case  with  e  also. 

4^Nry*^|^ch[^  II  '^H^  II 

15.  In  uttering  e,  they  are  slightly  protracted. 

13.  cakdro  ?ianumdtrakdn/dnvddepakah :  osJuhakdryasya  pa- 
rasHtrena  vipeshavidhdndt.  okdra  itccdryamdne  hanH  ativyaate 
na  bhavcUah, 

14.  admnidhydd  okdra  iti  lahhyate:  okdre  kdrya  oshthdv^ 
upasamhrtatardu  sydtdm:  tupabda  oshthayoh  pHrvoktavidhirh 
nivdrayat^  Hi  vararucir  uvdca.  mdhisheyas  tu  bdbhdshe:  ban- 
dhor  ity  ddikam  okdrarh  savyatljanarh*  vyastato*  nivdrayatt  HL 

»  W.  B.  om.    «  G.  M.  vdr-.    »  G.  M.  vyany.    **  W.  vyea-. 
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That  "  they "  means  the  lips  is,  we  are  told,  sufficiently  indica- 
ted by  the  dual  number  of  the  adjective.  PrakrsJUa^ '  protracted,' 
is  glossed  by  samnikrsJUa^ '  drawn  down  together,  brought  near.' 

16.  The  jaws  are  more  nearly  approached. 

The  force  of  the  comparative  is  explained  by  the  usual  term  (Ui- 
^yena^ '  with  excess.' 

In  the  utterance  of  6,  the  position  of  the  tongue  is  also  a  matter 
of  importance,  and  is  explained  in  the  next  rule. 

17.  And  one  touches  the  borders  of  the  upper  back  jaws 
with  the  edges  of  the  middle  of  the  tongue. 

The  "  and  "  (ca)  in  this  rule  we  are  directed  to  regard  as  bring- 
ing forward  the  ekdra  of  rule  15,  "on  the  frog-leap  principle " — 
that  is  to  say,  by  overleaping  the  intervening  rule.     The  terms  de- 
scriptive of  the  organs  concerned  I  have  translated  in  accordance 
with  the  directions  of  the  commentator,  although  much  tempted 
to  render  jambhydn  by  'jaw-teeth,  grinders.'     I  cannot  doubt  that 
jambhydn  is  the  true  reSrding  here,  although  the  MSS.  give  a  curi- 
ous and  perplexing  variety  of  forms  to  the  word,  and  vUardfi 
jambhydnt  is  not  once  read :  T.  comes  nearest  to  it,  giving  uttardn 
jaihbhydm ;  W.  has  uttard  jarnbhydmt  in  the  rule,  and  uttard  ja- 
bhydn  And  jabhydn  in  the  comment;  B,, uttardn  jabhydt  in  the  rule, 
ttttard  jabhydn  and  jambhydn  in  the  comment;  G.  and  M.,  lUta'- 
rdn  jahhydrh  in  the  rule ;  G.,  uttardm  jahhydth  and  jambhydm^ 
and  M.,  tUtardfi  jahhydm  and  jahhydm^  in  the  comment.     The 
verb  spar^ayati  is  equivalent  to  spr^^  the  causative  ending  ^tc 
being  added  without  altering  the  meaning  of  the  simple  verb  (com- 
pare Pan.  iiLl.25),  as  \n  pdlay  for pd,  and  other  like  cases. 

15.  prakrshtdv  ity  aira  dvivacanena  prakrtdv  oshthdu  grhyete  : 
ekdre  kdrya  oshthdv  tshatprakrshtdu  sydtdm,  prakrshtcUd  sarhni- 
krshtatd. 

16.  admnidhydd  ekdra  iti  labhynte:  ekdre  kdrye  hanH  upasathr 
hrtatare  bhavatah,    atipayeno  ^pasamhrte  upasarhhriCUare, 

17.  ekdre    kdrye  jihvdmadhydntdbhydm    uttardfi  jambhydnt 

apar^yati  spr^  ity  arthah :  pdlayatV  Hy  ddivat  svdrthe  nic : 

jambhydn  iti  hanHmUlaprdntade^dn^  ity  arthah :  mandHkaplvti- 

nydyena*  cakdra  ekdrnm  dkarshati.  jihvdyd  *madhyam  jihvdma- 

dhyam  :  tasyd  ^ntdu*:  tdbhy  dm  jihvdmadhydntdbhydm. 

»  G.  M.  paldy-.  «  Q.  M.  -fowi;  W.  rUaprade-.  *  Q.  M.  -kagaiiny'.  W  W.  ma- 
dhya  arUdu;  B.  madhycuya  andn. 

VOL.   IX.  8 
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In  order  to  complete  the  definition  of  the  mode  of  production  of 
e,  rules  20  and  23,  below,  have  yet  to  be  applied ;  but  they  add 
nothing  essential  to  the  description  of  the  present  rule,  which  a&- 
sures  to  the  vowel,  as  clearly  as  any  such  description  could  do,  the 
"  continental "  sound  of  6,  or  that  which  it  has  in  thei/y  short  in 
met.  There  is  no  hint  of  a  composite  or  diphthongal  utterance, 
any  more  than  in  the  case  of  o,  A  diphthongal  utterance,  how- 
ever, as  aiy  au  (in  aide^  house\  we  must  assume  them  to  have  had 
originally  (compare  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  L40). 

18.  The  jaws,  also,  are  more  closely  approximated,  and  the 
tip  of  the  tongue  is  brought  into  close  proximity  to  the  upper 
back  gums,  in  r,  f,  and  Z. 

The  construction  of  this  rule  is  very  harsh :  the  subject  hanCl,^ 
'jaws,'  comes  into  its  first  member  again  with  a  flying  leap  from 
rule  16,  drawn  by  the  ca,  'also;'  while  the  second  member  starts 
off  independently,  "  one  approximates,"  with  no  connective  to  bind 
it  to  the  other.  These  roughnesses  are  unremarked  by  the  com- 
mentator, and  I  have  smoothed  them  over  in  the  translation. 
The  word  upaaamliarati^ '  approximates,'  is  glossed  in  the  com- 
ment by  nikshipet, '  let  one  throw  down  (or  apply),'  and  barsvde 
is  explained  as  '  the  high  places  behind  the  row  of  teeth ' — that 
is,  the  swelling  of  the  inner  gums. 

The  commentator  starts  a  question  as  to  the  propriety  of  the 
conversion  of  f  and  I  in  this  rule  into  r  and  /  after  a  (rkdrarkd- 
ralkdra^  from  rkdra-rkdra-lkdra)^  the  cases  not  being  covered  by 
the  prescription  given  below  (at  x.8:  no  case  of  the  combina- 
tion of  f  and  I  occurring  in  the  Sanhita,  the  Prati9akhya  makes 
no  provision  for  it):  he  is  compelled  to  acknowledge  that  this 
treatise  does  not  teach  the  conversion,  but  claims  that  it  is  jus- 
tified by  the  authority  of  other  text-books;  and  that  the  same 
explanation  applies  to  an  earlier  case  (rule  i.31)  of  a  like  com- 
bination. 

This  wholly  insufficient  direction  is  all  that  our  treatise  gives 

18.  capcibdo  hanvor^  anvddepakah:  rkdra  fkdra  Ikdre  ca  kdrye 
harvOi^  upasamhrtatare  bhavatah:  jihvdgram  ca  barsveshil  ^pasam- 
harati  nikshipet:  barsveshv  iti  dantapankter  upariahtdd  uccapra- 
de^hv  ity  arthah.  nanv  aram  rkdrapare  (x.8)  iti  lakahandr 
sambhavdc^  rkdrarkdralkdreshv  iti  katham  aamdhih  sddhtih. 
satyamndiHaUakahandt:  kirhtu^dstrdntarabcUdt  *  :  evam  rkdror 
Ikdrdu  hrasvdv  (LSI)  iti  vijfleyam*. 

*  W.  hatwdr;  B.  h;  Qt.  M.  Ticmcir,  <  W.  om.  '  G.  M.  -fiaS';  B.  -noMmjnwdddd, 
«  G.  H.  Ins.  JitcOM.    •  G.  M. /a^yofii. 
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us  for  the  utterance  of  the  difficult  r  and  I  vowels.  By  i.2,  they 
are  excluded  from  the  category  of  simple  homogeneous  vowels. 
For  the  teachings  of  the  other  Fratigakhyas  respecting  them,  see 
note  to  Ath.  Pr.  L37.  However  they  may  have  been  pronoim- 
ced  at  the  period  of  grammatical  treatment  of  the  Vedic  texts, 
we  have  no  good  reason  to  doubt  that,  at  the  time  when  those 
texts  were  composed,  they  were  phonetically  the  same  with  the 
semi-vowels  r  and  ^,  differing  from  them  only  as,  for  example, 
the  /  of  able  differs  from  that  of  ahly^  the  r  of  (French)  aigre 
from  that  of  aigri.  For  a  theoretical  discussion  of  this  double 
value  of  the  articulated  sounds  which  lie  nearly  upon  the  boun- 
dary line  between  vowels  and  consonants,  see  Joum.  Am.  Or. 
Soc.  viiLd62  seq. 


^^'^IHjMII^H^HFhfl^  n  U  n 


19.  As  also,  according  to  some,  in  awasvdra  and  svara- 
bhaktf. 

In  this  case,  we  are  told,  the  "also"  (ca)  brings  down  the 
whole  of  the  preceding  rule,  and  the  meaning  is,  that  there  is 
approximation  of  the  jaws  in  uttering  anusvdra^  and  approach  of 
the  tip  of  the  tongue  to  the  gums  m  uttering  the  svarabhakti, 
according  to  the  opinion  of  some;  while  others  hold  that  onur 
9vdra  is  simply  nasal,  and  the  avarahhakti  (see  xxLl6)  equivalent 
to  r.  This,  the  commentator  adds,  is  Vararuci's  explanation,  and 
its  truth  is  questionable.  We,  in  our  turn,  may  regard  it  as 
matter  for  question  whether  this  attribution  and  expression  of 
doubt  applj  to  the  whole  interpretation  of  the  rule,  or  only  to 
its  concludmg  part,  the  statement  of  the  opinion  of  "others." 
The  latter  is  perhaps  most  probable. 

So  far  as  regards  arvu8vd/ra^  we  can  hardly  ascribe  any  value 
or  propriety  to  this  rule ;  the  definition  of  avarahhakti  m  con- 
nection with  that  of  the  r-vowels  is  natural  enough. 


^J=ri^  MUdHI    il^lit^oii 


20.  In  the  absence  of  special  direction,  the  tongue  is  thrust 
down  forward. 

When  no  such  direction  as  "  with  the  point  of  the  tongue,"  "  with 

19.  cakdrah  pdrvoktavidhim  anvddi^ti:  yathdaamkhyend^ 
^Tvusvdrasvarabhaktyoh  pllrvoktavidhir  bhavati:  anusvdre  hanvor 
updsamhdrah:  avarahhaktd/ujihvdgrdsya  barsveshU  ^paaarhhdrdh: 
etad  ekeshdm  mcUam,  anyeshdm  tu  matam  anuavdraayd  '*nund- 
aikamdtratvam :  svarabhakter  rkdratulyatvam,  iti  vararucima- 
tam^:  tcic  cintyam*. 

>  G.  M.  'khyo,    *  G-.  M.  -eiracitam,    '  W.  cUyam;  B.  cdniiyam. 
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the  middle  of  the  tongue  '^  is  given,  then  its  position  is  to  be  un- 
derstood as  here  directed  To  explain  prcmyastd,  the  commenta- 
tor gives,  besides  an  ordinary  analysis,  the  expression  ^^  in  a  quies- 
cent state ;"  as  example,  he  cites  upa  md  (iiL2.4  * :  G.  and  M.  spoil 
the  citation  by  adding  the  following  word,  dj/dvdprthivfj,  in  the 
utterance  of  which  words  the  tongue  is  not  called  perceptibly  into 
action.  But  this  interpretation  evokes  a  difficulty :  *^  since  the  po- 
sition of  quiescence  is  assured  to  all  the  articulatmg  organs  in  the 
absence  of  any  direction  respecting  them,  of  what  use  is  this  pre- 
cept ?"  The  reply  is :  6  (as  taught  by  rule  17,  above)  is  to  be  pro- 
duced with  the  edges  of  the  middle  of  the  tongue,  and  the  a  con- 
tained in  that  letter  is  of  the  same  character ;  hence  it  might  be 
inferred,  from  the  identity  of  the  a-quality,  that  a  was  to  be  so 
uttered  in  other  situations,  as  in  words  like  atha  (i.1.18^  et  al.,  if 
the  word  is  to  be  regarded  here  as  a  citation) — a  misapprehension 
which  the  rule  removes.  To  this  reply  the  objection  may  be  raised 
that  our  treatise  acknowledges  the  presence  of  no  such  element  as 
a  in  Cy  and  that  an  a  uttered  with  the  middle  of  the  tongue  is  a 
phonetic  impossibility.  The  direction  respecting  the  tongue  may 
well  enough  be  regarded  as  a  not  entirely  negative  one ;  or  it  may 
have  been  deemed  desirable  to  fix  so  very  mobile  and  unruly  a 
member  by  a  special  law. 

*l*l(o|e(^|^  II  t^'^  II 

21.  The  lips  are  as  in  the  utterance  of  a. 

We  are  directed  to  include  in  this  rule,  by  vicinage,  "  in  the  ab- 
sence of  special  direction."  The  proper  position  of  the  lips  for 
uttering  a  was  given  in  rule  12,  above.  As  illustration  is  added, 
quite  needlessly,  the  word  indrah  (passim) ;  the  southern  manu- 
scripts read  instead  indrtydvah  (vi5.8^). 

20.  t/cUraJihvdgrena  jihvdmadhyene  ^ty  ddir^  andde^as  *  tatra 
vishayejihvd  pranyastd  tUshntmbhUtd*  hhavati:  prakarshena  ny- 

astd  prcmyas^^.    yathd:   upa nanv  atiddege  sarvakara- 

ndndm  tilshntmbhdvasiddheh  kimartJio  'yam  drambhah.  ucyate: 
ekdrasya  JihvdmadhydfUanishpddyatvam*  astC:  tadavayavasyd  '' 
^kdrasya  tatlUUvam  €Uti:  akdratvasdmydd  anyatrd  '^py  at  he  Hy 
dddu  tathdivam  prasc^yeta :  tac  cd  ^nishfam :  tan  md  bhUd  iti 
parihdrah.  ^nd  ^^depo  'ndde^ah\'  tasmin:  upadepdbhdva  ity 
arthah, 

»  G.  M.  ddind.  •  G.  M.  ins.  anvpade^.  »  W.  B.  -nibJ^-.  *  W.  B.  om.  « G.  M. 
^d^cmdnatwwL    ^Q.U.asH  HI    ^  G.  M.  ins.  'pi.    (^  W.  anvddefoh;  B.  anddefoh. 

21.  sdmnidhydd  anddepa  itilahhyate:  oshthayor  yatrd  ^nddepas 
tatrd  ^kdravad  akdre  yathd  tath*^^  oshthdu  bhavatah:  nd  Hyupa- 
sattihrtatardv^  ity  artha/i.    yatM:  indra*  iti. 

1  MSa  iaihd.    *  G.  M.  -hfidv.    *  G.  M.  imdHydva. 
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fTT?ft  f^^Ff^rf^rsrnf  n  t^t^  n 


22.  In  the  t- vowels,  the  middle  of  the  tongue  is  to  be  ap- 
proximated to  the  palate. 

The  comment  supplies,  without  remark,  the  predicate  "to  be 
approximated,"  and  gives  as  example  is/ie  tvd  (Ll.l  et  al.). 

1^^     ^  II  t^^  II 

23.  Also  in  e. 

Here  the  "  also "  {ca)  brings  down  the  whole  of  the  preceding 
precept,  both  the  specification  of  the  active  organ  (karana)  and 
that  of  the  passive  organ  or  place  (sthdna).  Ihe  exposition  ol 
the  meaning  of  the  rule  is  very  simple  and  easy ;  but  the  conunen- 
tator  does  not  fail  to  notice  that  its  necessity  is  open  to  objection 
upon  two  grounds,  and  enters  into  its  defense  at  considerable 
length.  The  first  objection  is,  why  make  two  separate  rules  (22 
and  23)  for  a  single  direction? — that  is  to  say,  if  the  t-vowels  and 
e  are  all  produced  by  the  approximation  of  the  middle  of  the 
tongue  to  the  palate,  why  not  mclude  them  in  one  rule  together  ? 
The  answer  given  is  that  the  degree  of  approximation  is  not  the 
same  in  the  two  cases,  but  is  less  in  the  e  than  in  the  /-vowels.  If 
it  be  asked,  why  is  this  so  ?  the  reply  is  made,  because  the  e  is  mix- 
ed with  a,  and  production  of  this  a  with  the  middle  of  the  tongue 
is  on  account  of  its  constituting  a  part  of  6,  and  not  by  reason  of 
its  own  natural  character  (compare  the  comment  to  rule  20, 
above) — which  special  qualification  is  suflScient  ground  for  the  less 
degree  of  approximation.  The  second  difficulty  is  stated  thus: 
both  place  and  organ  of  e  have  been  already  defined  in  rules  16-17, 
above ;  but  here  is  laid  down  for  the  same  letter  something  diflTer- 
ent :  and  it  is  not  possible  that  both  directions  should  be  followed 

22.  ivarne  kdrye  jihvdmadhyam  tdldv  upaaamhartavyam. 
yathd:  is  he ^jihvdyd  mddhyarh}  jihvdmadhyam^, 

<')  W.  om.    »  B.  om. 

23.  cakdrah  pHrvavidhim  anvddi^ati:  ekdre  kdrye  jihvdma- 
dhyam tdldv^  upasanihartavyam*,  nanu  vidhdu  samdne  prthak- 
»titrdrarnhhah  kimarthah*.  ucyate:  ivarne  yathd  Jihvdmadhyo- 
pasamhdro  na  khalv  evam>  ekdre  kim  tu  tato*  nyHna.  ity  arthnh : 
kutah:  akdrami^itatvdd  ekdrasya :  akdrasya  ca  tadekadepatv^ 

Jihvdmadhydntanishpddyatvaih*  na  tu  svatah :  ata  eva  sopddhi- 
katvdn  nyttnatvopapattih,  tshatprakrshtdv  (ii.l6)  ity  atra* 
siltratrayendi  ^kdrasya  sthdnakarcme  nirdishte :  iha  tu  tato  '''nyat 
tasydf  ^va  nirdi^ate :  tad  ekasminn  ubhaycUhd  kartum  na  pak- 
yate:  virodhdt  tasmdd  atra  yogavibhdgah  kartavyah*:  avyafl- 
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in  the  production  of  one  sound.  To  get  rid  of  this  diflSculty,  a 
division  must  be  made;  the  former  description  must  be  under- 
stood as  applying  to  e  by  itself,  and  the  present  one  to  e  combined 
with  a  consonant.  How  is  this  determination  made  ?  Why,  when 
we  say  in  a  general  way  "  the  letter  6,"  it  lies  nearest,  or  is  most 
natural,  to  understand  that  letter  itself,  without  a  consonant ;  hence, 
because  of  its  prior  suggestedness,  the  first  definition  belongs  to  it ; 
and  the  other  is  left,  to  be  applied  to  the  same  sound  as  combined 
with  a  consonant. 

The  utter  artificiality  of  the  answer  to  the  second  objection  is 
too  obvious  to  need  pointing  out ;  and  even  the  first  evokes  more 
difficulties  than  it  removes.  There  is  no  inconsistency  whatever 
between  rules  17  and  23,  and  we  have  reason  to  be  surprised  only 
at  the  repetition  in  the  latter  of  what  is  implied  already  in  the 
former.  Rule  23  has  the  air  of  being  an  afterthought,  slipped  in, 
because  of  the  really  close  relationship  between  e  and  /,  with  dis- 
regard of  what  had  been  taught  before.  The  alleged  difference  of 
degree  of  approximation  exists  clearly  enough,  but  would  be  very 
insufficiently  intimated  by  a  mere  separation  of  one  rule  into  two. 

24.  In  the  w- vowels,  there  is  approximation  of  the  lips. 

After  his  paraphrase  of  the  rule,  the  commentator  enters  here 
upon  an  exposition,  the  intent  of  which  is  not  altogether  clear  to 
ma  "  Here,"  he  says,  "  approximation  is  as  formerly,  and  not  mere 
drawing  down  together"  (that  is,  of  the  same  kind  as  was  taught 
in  rule  14,  above,  and  not  the  prakrafUatd^  *jprotraction,'  of  rule 
16,  which  is  there  glossed  by  aamnikrahtatdf).  "However,  *the 
lips  drawn  down  together  may  be  long ' — this  will  be  said  hereaf- 
ter" (by  this  phrase  some  direction  given  later  in  the  treatise  is 


jane  tal  lakahariam  savyanjane  tv  etad  iti.    kuto  'yam  niyamah. 

ucyaU:  *ekdra  U{*  sdmdnyoktdu  satydm  ^^prathamam  avyafijtnia- 

sydV^  'i?a  grahanam  mvkhyavfC^ :  tathd  sati  prathamapratttes^^ 

ta8mi7i praifhainarh  lakshanam  yujyaie:  savyanjane  *'  pdri^shydd 

etad  iti  vijneyam, 

(»)  W.  G.  M.  -^ydnJUkv.  « G.  M.  -vydu.  »  G.  M.  -tharh.  •»  G.  M.  ato.  »  B. 
'■dhydntdhhydm  nish- ;  G.  M.  -cUiyanisTi-.  ®  G.  M.  om.  <'>  "W.  nyasyni;  B.  nye  U. 
•  G.  M.  om.  <•>  G.  M.  ekdrasya.  <"')  B.  pratftam  av-;  G.  M.  -mam  vy-.  "  W.  «*- 
harafn.    '*  G.  M.  -mam  pro-,    '^  G.  M.  ins.  iu. 

24.  uvarne  kdrya  oshthopasainhdro  hhavati:  atro  '*pasaihhdrah 
pdrvavan  na  sanmikrshUttiimdtraf/i :  kim  tu:  samnikrshtdv 
oahthdu  dirghdu  syntdm  iti  vakshyate:  evam  oahthdu  td  ^pa- 

samhrtatardv  (ii.l4)  ity  atrd  ^pi  vijheyam,     yathd:  ulr 

oshthayor  upasanihdra  oshthopa8amhdrah\ 

»  W.  B.  om. 
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wont  to  be  cited ;  but  there  is  no  such  direction  as  this,  either  in 
text  or  in  commentary) ;  "  the  same  is  to  be  understood  in  rule  14, 
above "  (compare  a  similar  reference  to  a  preceding  rule  in  the 
comment  to  ii.l8).  A  phrase  is  then  cited  from  the  Sanhita,  con- 
taining u  and  iX^  namely  tUHkhcdabudhno  yUpah  (vii.2.13). 

25.  But,  in  all  cases,  with  an  interval  of  one  from  the  pre- 
ceding. 

The  commentary  on  this  very  obscure  rule  reads  as  follows : 

By  vicinage,  "labial  approximation"  is  here  implied:  every- 
where, in  the  case  of  labial  vowels,  after  the  preceding  labial  ap- 
proximation, a  separate  labial  approximation  is  to  be  made,  provi- 
ded it  have  an  interval  of  one :  by  this  is  understood  having  the 
quantity  of  a  mora  interposed :  that,  namely,  has  an  interval  of 
one  whereof  one  mora  is  the  interval  or  interposition.  This  is  the 
distinctive  condition  of  the  separate  labial  approximation.  The 
word  "  but "  Uu)  denies  the  necessity  of  the  interval  of  one  in  a 
case  where  o  [W.  says,  where  du  or  y]  follows.  Examples  are: 
ntpilta^shmam  (i.6.1 ");  ailnntyam  iti  sur^nniyam  (vi.2.4^) ;  atho 
oahadhtshu  (iii.S.S^  and  vL3.9*);  hdhuvor  balam  (v.S.O^);  tanu- 
vdu  ghord  '*nyd  (v. 7.3 3:  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word);  caturhotd 
(not  found  in  the  Sanhita:  occurs  Taitt.  Brah.  iL2.3^). 

Objection :  in  yo  'fipim  (iiL3.43),  the  antcsvdra  has  a  mora  [by 
L34]  and  the  p  a  half-m ora  [by  i.37] ;  since,  then,  the  quantity 
being  a  mora  and  a  half,  there  is  not  an  interval  of  one,  how  is  the 
separate  labial  approximation  assured  ? 

Answer :  it  is  assured  by  the  principle  "  a  hundred  includes  fif- 
ty." Where  there  is  a  mora  and  a  half,  there  is  d  fortiori  a  tnora  / 
in  virtue  of  this  the  prescribed  effect  is  produced,  but  its  excess 
does  not  vitiate  the  rule,  because  the  word  "  one  "  excludes  what 
does  not  belong  to  itself  (?).     For  the  same  reason,  the  occurrence 

« 

25.  adinnidhydd  oahthopasamhdra  iti  lahhyate:  sarvatr'*  oshthya" 
svareshu  prakrtdd  oahthopasamhdrdt  prthagoshthopaaai'uhdrah 
^kartavyaJi:  sa  ced  ekdntarah^:  ekdntara  iti  mdtrdkdlavyavdya^  iti 
lahhyate*:  ekamdtrd  ^ntaram  vyavadhdnam  yaayd  ^sdv  ekdntarah: 
iti  prthagoshthopasamhdrasya  vipeshanam,  tu^abda  okdraparor 
tva*    ekdntaratvaniyam^fh^    nivartayati,      uddharandni :    ut-:* 

sUn- .•    atho .•    bdh- ;    tan- ;    cat- nanu 

yo ity  atrd  ^nitsvdrasya  mdtrdkdlah  ''^akdrasyd  Wdhamdtrd- 

kdlah:''  evam  adhyardhamdtrcUve  saty  ekdntaratvdbhdvdf  ka- 
tluim  prthagoahthopasamhdrasiddhih,  ucyate :  ^epaflcdpannyd- 
yena  sidhyati:  adhyardhamdtratve  *py*  ekamdtratvam  sutardin^* 
asti:  tenci  kdryam  bhuvaty  adhikam  tu  na  nishidhyate:  svdyoga- 
vyavachedakatvdd  eka^abdasya:  ata  eva  bdhr ity  dder^^  na 
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of  the  double  labial  in  such  passages  as  hdhuvor  baiafn  Uruvor 
qjah  (v. 5. 9^ :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word)  is  not  primary  (or  origi- 
nal), but  its  quality  as  aphurita^ '  quavered,'  is  shown  by  the  like- 
ness of  the  example  (?). 

Second  objection :  tnen  why  is  there  not  a  separate  labial  approx- 
imation in  the  two  w's  followmg  the  k  and  r  of  kusurubindah  (vii. 
2.2  >),  since  there  occurs  more  than  a  mora  and  a  half  of  interval 
between  them  ? 

Answer :  not  so ;  here  there  is  denial  of  separate  labiality  only 
for  the  two  w's  that  follow  k  and  8,  because  of  the  absence  of  its 
necessary  condition ;  but  to  that  following  -the  r  this  rule  does  not 
apply,  because  it  is  not  a  case  of  separateness  from  the  preceding, 
but  of  separateness  from  the  u  that  follows  the  intermediate  s; 
this  being  so,  there  is  no  occurrence  of  the  interval  of  one  for  a 
letter  in  this  situation :  thus  there  is  no  offense  a^rainst  the  rule. 

So  far  the  comment ;  but  either  I  have  failed  to  apprehend  its 
true  meaning,  or  it  has  given  a  false  interpretation  to  the  rule,  or 
the  rule  itself  is  destitute  of  intelligible  significance.  I  must  con- 
fess myself  unable  to  see  what  peculiarity  there  should  be  in  the 
utterance  of  two  labial  vowels  following  one  another  in  two  suc- 
cessive syllables  with  not  less  than  a  morals  interval  between 
them.  No  precept,  so  far  as  I  know,  in  any  of  the  other  Prati9a- 
khyas,  is  analogous  with  this,  or  casts  light  upon  it 

It  appears  to  be  intimated,  in  the  course  of  the  answer  to  the  first 
objection,  that  the  peculiar  utterance  of  the  u  in  such  words  as 
hdhuvoh  for  the  usual  hdhvoh  and  Uruvoh  for  Hrvoh  is  denomina- 

•  •  •  • 

ted  sphurita.  The  term  does  not  occur  elsewhere ;  nor  is  any  no- 
tice taken  of  the  phenomenon,  if  not  here.  It  is  a  well-known 
characteristic  of  Taittiriya  texts,  but  is  found  in  fewer  words  than 
one  would  be  apt  to  imagine.  Besides  the  two  just  given,  I  have 
noted  in  the  Sanhita  only  the  cases  of  taniX  {tanuvam,  e.  g.  i.1.8; 
tanuvd^  e.  g.  Ll.lO^)  and  the  word  suvar,  which  are  often  met  with. 
Of  similar  resolutions  of  an  i-vowel  into  ey,  the  cases  are  more  nu- 

dviroshthyarii^^  mukhyam:  kini  tu  sphuritatvam}^  tiddharanatvd" 
bhdsatayd^*  dar^itam.  tarhi  kus-.  ity  atra  kahdrarephdhhydin 
uUarayor  ukdrayoh  katham  prthagoahthopasai'uhdro  na  bhavati: 
adhyardhamdtravycfvdyasainbhavdt^^.  mdi  ^vam  :  atra^*  kakdror 
sakdrottarayor^''  ukdrayos  tdvad^^  aprthagoshthatd^^:  etcUlnkshc^ 
nd^ambhavdt :  rephdd  uttarasya  tu^^  prakrtdt  prthaktvdbhdvdn 
nd  ^yam  vidhih:  *^kim  tu'^  madhyasthasakdroUardd  ukdrdt 
prthaktvam:  tathd  snty  ekdntardbhdvah'^:  tadavastha^*  eve  Hi 
Idkshanam  idam  avyabhicaritani'*, 

0)  W.  om.  *  G.  M.  -labJiedavy-.  «  G.  m.  arthah.  *  W.  dukdravakdrajh. 
»  G.  M.  ekaudirdntifUaratvch.  •  G.  M.  om.  <^  B.  om.  ^  G.  M.  ekdratv-,  »  G.  M. 
om.  >»  W.  muUardm.  "  G.  M.  dddu.  "  G.  M.  -thyatvam.  '»  G.  M.  svar-. 
"  W.  'Jwiraivd';  B.  4vab?t-;  G.  M.  -nan  tu  db?i-.  >*  G.  M.  -vyavadhdnas-. 
"  G.  M.  om.  "  G.  M.  -rdbhydm  uU-.  »»  G.  M.  -van.  »»  G.  M.  na  prihagoahtha- 
9Whhdratd.    »  W.  «;  B.  om.    c«i)  W.  B.  om.    «  G.  M.  -vdt.    «3  w.*  sthay;  B. 
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merons,  but  less  frequent.  I  have  collected  the  following  (without 
exhausting  the  Sanhita,  especially  of  themes  in  iya) :  dgriya  (iv.5. 
6^),  aghniya  (i.1.1),  dpviya  (ii.2.12^),  aamadriyafic  (l4.21),  idhriya 
(iy.5.1^)^  dhishniya  (iu.\.S ^),  pd'triya  (iiL2.83),  budhntya  (i.3.3), 
r&shmiya  (iv.5. 7*),  vi^dpaniyd  (LS.S^),  vipvadriyaflc  (1.7.13^), 
vr'shniya  {m.2,5^)y  pt'ghriya  (iy,5.6^ ),  sadhriyafic  (1.2.14^);  and, 
of  oblique  cases  from  themes  in  i  or  i,  indrdgniydh  (i.3.12),  gdya- 
triyd'  (iiL2.9»),  pd'rshniyd  (iv.6.92),  prpniydi  (ii*2.11*),  rd'triydi 
(iv.4.lO,  lakshmiyd  (ii.l.52),  vi^pdtniydi  (iii.1.11*),  svddhiyam 
(i.3.14®J.  None  of  the  consonantal  combinations  which  are  thus 
avoided  by  the  resolution  of  the  u  are  such  as  the  euphony  of  the 
Taittiriyakas  does  not  tolerate :  but  of  those  which  are  avoided  by 
the  resolution  of  the  i,  only  three  are  met  with  in  the  text — name- 
ly, try  (e.  g.  L8.22 » :  ii.4.3^),  tny  (iv.4.22),  and  pny  (v.S.e^).  I  have 
not  entered  deeply  enough  into  the  investigation  to  deduce  the 
law,  if  law  there  be,  by  which  the  resolution  is  made. 


*l*l^l5^*l(1*l(Ml(lf^:  iit^^n 


26.  The  beginning  of  di  and  du  is  half  an  a. 

Rules  28  and  29,  below,  tell  of  what  constitutes  the  remainder 
of  these  diphthongs. 

HclH^^UIHIH^NIH  II  \^  II 

27.  Which,  in  the  opinion  of  some,  is  uttered  with  the  or- 
gans more  closed. 

We  have  here  another  indication  that,  as  intimated  above  (under 
iil2),  our  Pratij&khya  does  not  recognize  the  close  or  neutral  pro- 
nunciation of  the  short  a;  for,  if  it  did  so,  there  would  obviously 
be  no  reason  for  referring  to  the  opinion  held  by  certain  authori- 
ties respecting  its  assumption  of  that  utterance  in  diphthongal  com- 
bination. Some  phonetists  (without  sufficient  reason,  as  it  appears 
to  me)  have  in  like  manner  defined  the  first  element  in  our  English 
diphthongs  ("long  i"  in  aiale^  isle^  and  au  or  mo  in  house,  dovyn) 
to  be  the  neutral  vowel  {u  in  hut),  rather  than  the  open  a  (pi far). 
But,  whatever  may  have  been  the  case  with  the  Sanskrit  diph- 
thongs, our  own  cannot  be  truly  described  as  composed  of  two  ele- 
ments each :  they  are  slides ;  and  to  allow  the  organs  to  remain  in 

26.  dikdrasydu  ^'^kdraaya  cd  '^''dir  akdrdrdham  hhavati,  akd- 
rasyd  Wdham  akdrdrdham, 

27.  admnidhydd  akdrdrdham  iti  lahhyate:  ekeshdm  mate  tad 
akdrdrdham  aamvrtakaranataram,  hhavati.  sai'uvrtdni  samnikrah- 

•  •  •  • 

tdni  karandni  yasya  tat  samvrtakarariara :  atipayena  sa^hvrtor 

karanam  samvrtakaranataram, 

•  •  • 

B.  reads  sarhvfUa  throughout 
VOL.   IX.  9 
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either  their  first  or  last  position  long  enough  to  make  the  initial  or 
final  element  distinctly  audible,  would  be  an  error  of  pronunciation. 
The  commentator  glosses  sathvrta,  *  enveloped,  shut  up,  closed,* 
with  aamnikrahta^ '  drawn  down  together,  approximated.' 


^^1^1   vrecp-f:   ^[3R?T  W  nt^TTii 


28.  Of  the  former,  the  rest  is  one  and  a  half  times  i 

Of  the  former — ^that  is,  of  di;  di  and  du  having  been  mention- 
ed together  in  a  preceding  rule  (ii.26),  says  the  commentator. 

i*l(^rjhH(W  II  t^^  II 

29.  But,  of  the  latter,  w. 

That  is  to  say,  the  remainder  of  du  is  one  and  a  half  times  ti. 
To  account  for  the  word  "  but "  {tu)  in  the  rule,  the  commentator 
notes  that,  as  the  beginning  of  both  diphthongs  is  the  same  sound, 
<?,  it  might  seem  to  follow  that  their  end  would  be  the  same  sound, 
i :  this  the  "  but "  denies.  This  explanation  merely  intensifies  and 
makes  too  precise  the  actual  meaning  of  the  word. 

For  the  teachings  of  the  other  Pratijakhyas  as  to  the  pronunci- 
ation of  (U  and  du^  see  the  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  i.40.  As  there  re- 
marked, the  euphonic  treatment  which  they  receive  proves  their 
first  element  to  have  bad  originally  more  than  a  half-mora  of 
quantity.  If  they  must  be  limited  to  two  moraSy  a  better  descrip- 
tion of  them  would  have  been  \\a+\i^  and  l^a-j-^u.  K,  as  we 
may  presimie  to  be  the  case,  the  authors  of  these  treatises  defined 
their  own  pronunciation  pretty  accurately,  then  the  di  and  du^  not 
less  than  the  e  and  o,  haa  by  their  time  taken  on  a  value  notably 
different  from  that  which  oelonged  to  them  when  the  euphonic 
rule  s  of  the  language  were  the  faithful  representation  of  living  pro- 
cesses. 

30.  Anusvdra  and  the  last  mutes  are  nasal. 

As  example  of  anusvdra^  the  comment  cites  yo  'n^m  (iii.3.43) ; 

28.  pilrtHraydi  ^^kdrast/e  ^tj/ arthafi :  adhastdcT  dikdrdukdrayoh 
sahoccdritatvdt^:  adhyardha  Ikdra  dikdrasya  peaho  bhavati, 
adhikam  ardham  yasyd  ^sdv  adhyardhah. 

'  W.  adhyardhaa  tdvad.    '  G-.  M.  tiocor-. 

29.  uttarasydu  ^'^kdrasye  Hy  arthah:  adhyardha  akdra  dukdr 
ra^ho^  bhavati :  yathd  ^  nay  or  ubhayor  apy  ddir  akdra  eva  tad- 
vad  ikdra  eva  peshah*  prasaktah  :  tan*  nishedhati  tupabdah, 

>  G.  IC  -ratya  f-.    *  W.  B.  om.    >  W.  B.  1am. 
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of  the  "last*'  or  nasal  mutes,  jwa^yaw  hotdram  (vLS.l*) — ^to  which 
G.  M.  &dd  prdncam  upa  (v. 2. 7^),  and  manind  (vii.3.14). 

The  term  anundaika  is  interpreted  by  the  commentator  as  sig- 
nifying ndsikdm  anuvartatCy  *  it  goes  after  the  nostril ' — that  is  to 
say,  doubtless, '  it  finds  exit  by  the  nasal  passages :'  an  accurate 
definition  of  this  class  of  sounds.  As  employed  in  this  Prati94- 
khya,  anundsika  means  simply,  as  adjective,  *  nasal,'  and  its  deriva- 
tive noun,  (2nt/n(!^««A:y  a,  signifies  '  nasality,  nasal  utterance.'  Rule 
62,  below,  describes  how  such  mode  of  utterance  is  produced,  and 
in  chapter  xvii.  (rules  1—4)  is  made  an  attempt  to  define  the  degree 
of  nasality  in  the  various  sounds  of  the  class.  "  Nasal,"  or  anvr 
ndsika^  by  the  present  rule,  are  the  anusvdra  and  the  five  nasal 
mutes,  n,  ft^  n,  n,  m ;  the  same  term  is  applied  later  to  the  nasal 
semivowels  into  which  n  and  m  (v. 26-2 8)  are  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances convertible ;  and  at  v.3],  x.ll,  xv.1,6,  xxiLl4,  we  also 
hear  of  nasal  (anundsika)  vowels.  The  other  nose-sounds,  the 
yamas  and  ndsikya  (ii.49,60,xxL8,12-14),  do  not  anywhere  receive 
this  title. 

It  is  desirable  to  put  together  somewhere  a  comprehensive  state- 
ment of  the  doctrines  held  by  the  Taittiriya-Pratigakhya  respecting 
the  nasal  constituents  of  the  alphabet  it  recognizes,  and  no  more 
suitable  place  is  likely  to  present  itself  than  is  offered  here. 

All  nasal  (anufidsika)  sounds  are  uttered  (iL52)  by  the  mouth 
and  nose  together.  An  tUtama,  a  "  last "  or  nasal  mute,  is  a  sound 
in  the  production  of  which  the  intonated  breath  escapes  through 
the  nose,  while  the  organs  of  the  mouth  form  one  of  those  same 
contacts  which  give  rise  to  the  correspodding  non-nasal  mutes  of 
the  series.  In  antiavdra^  on  the  other  hand  (including  under  that 
designation  the  nasal  semivowels,  of  which  more  further  on),  the 
mouth-organs  are  not  wholly  closed,  but  the  intonated  breath  finds 
exit  through  them  at  the  same  time  that  it  passes  through  the 
nasal  cavities.  In  all  cases,  then,  in  which  the  character  of  the 
nasal  of  a  syllable  is  determined  by  that  of  the  following  conso- 
nant, the  nasal  will  be  a  mute  if  the  latter  is  a  mute,  but  an  anth 
svdra  if  succeeded  by  a  letter  not  forming  a  contact — by  a  semi- 
vowel or  a  spirant.  Respecting  the  phonetic  character  and  occui^ 
rence  of  the  nasal  mutes,  there  has  been  no  difference  of  opinion, 
so  far  as  we  have  any  information,  among  the  Hindu  phonetists  of 
the  period  represented  by  the  Pratijakhyas ;  none  of  them  has 
allowed  a  final  anusvdra  before  a  pause,  or  an  anusvdra  before  a 
mute,  either  in  the  same  or  a  following  word.  As  to  the  phonetic 
value,  however,  of  the  real  anusvdra,  the  nasal  uttered  with  open 
mouth-organs,  there  was  by  no  means  the  same  accordance  among 
those  ancient  grammarians.  Some  held  it  to  be  a  pervading 
nasalization  of  the  preceding  vowel;  others,  a  nasal  addition  to 

30.  anusvdrap  co  ^ttamd^  cd  ^nundsikd  hhavanti:    ndsikdm 

anuvartanta  ity  anundsikdh,    yathd:  anu^drah:  yo ;  uttor 

md^  ca  *  ;  pra- ;  ^prdr ;  man-^, 

»  G.  M.  ins.  ytUhd,    c«)  w.  B.  om. 
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that  vowel.  The  former  view  is  adopted  and  consistently  main- 
tained by  the  Atharva-Prati9rikhya,  which  acknowledges  nasal 
consonants  and  nasalized  vowels,  but  no  tertium  quid.  The  Pra- 
ti9akhyas  of  the  Rik  and  White  Yajus  are  equally  consistent  in 
their  recognition  of  an  arvusvdra  as  nasal  appendage  to  the  vowel, 
and  the  latter  of  them  gives  (Vaj.  Pr.  iv.  147-8)  detailed  directions 
as  to  the  quantity  belonging  to  each  element.  The  Tiiittiriya  Pra- 
ti94khya  adopts  prevailingly  the  same  view,  but  lets  the  other 
appear  distinctly  in  some  of  its  rules.  Thus,  at  v.31,  it  is  stated 
to  oe  Atreya's  opinion  that,  when  a  nasal  mute  becomes  /,  the  pre- 
ceding vowel  is  nasalized;  and,  in  conformity  with  this,  xv.l 
directly  teaches  that,  after  the  various  conversion  of  m  and  w,  the 
vowel  before  them  becomes  nasal,  the  following  rules  adding 
{xv.2,3)  that  some  authorities  deny  this,  and  direct  anuavdra  to 
be  inserted  instead:  here  the  commentary  has  to  reverse  the 
obvious  intent  of  the  text,  and  declare  the  latter  rules  approved, 
and  the  first  disapproved.  Further,  x.ll  directs  that  when  a 
vowel  is  combined  with  a  nasalized  vowel  the  result  is  nasal  (the 
commentary,  however,  gives  a  different  interpretation:  see  the 
rule).  Once  more,  in  xxiL  1 4,  among  "  heavy ''  syllables  is  reck- 
oned one  that  is  ajiundsika,  *  nasal' 

I  very  much  doubt  whether  this  difference  of  views  is  foimded 
upon  an  actual  difference  of  pronunciation;  it  is  probably  due 
rather  to  a  discordant  apprehension  and  analysis  of  a  single  mode 
of  utterance.  The  same  point  might  divide  mto  two  parties  our 
phonetists  at  the  present  day^ust  as  they  have  long  been  divided 
upon  the  question  whether  a  b  differs  from  a  jo  in  being  sonant,  or  in 
being  soft,  or  weak,  or  of  inferior  aspiration,  or  something  of  that 
kind.  Without  entering  into  any  detailed  discussion  of  the  subject, 
I  will  simply  say  that  I  incline  to  side  with  the  Atharvan  school, 
and  to  believe  in  nasal  vowels  rather  than  in  amiavdra.  No  one  of 
the  Prati9akhyas  gives  an  intelligible  definition  of  the  phonetic 
character  of  anusvdra,  considered  as  an  independent  alphabetic  ele- 
ment ;  if  it  is  to  be  so  considered,  we  shall  hardly  be  able  to  make 
of  it  anything  but  a  bit  of  the  neutral  vowel  (u  of  hU)  nasalized, 
or  the  sound  of  the  French  un^  and  shall  have  to  regard  it  as 
attached  to  the  vowel  much  in  the  same  way  as,  by  us  who  speak 
English,  the  same  sound  not  nasalized  is  attached  to  most  of  our 
long  vowels  before  an  r — for  example,  in  there,  here,  oar,  cure,  fire, 
sour  (see  Joum.  Am.  Or.  Soc'y»  viii.353). 

Which  of  the  two  views  is  originally  favored  by  the  Devana- 
gar!  alphabet  does  not  admit  of  much  question;  the  writing  of 
ampa,  for  example,*  i^nth  a  nasal  sign  over  the  vowel  of  the 
first  syllable,  is  an  unequivocal,  recognition  'of  the  nasality  as 
something  affecting  the  vowel  itself  If  it  had  seemed  to  the 
framers  of  this  alphabet  to  be  a  something  interposed  between  the 
vowel  and  the  following  consonant,  they  would  doubtless  have 

♦  Namely,  ?fj^,  or  5^. 
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found  for  it  a  sign  to  stand  between  those  of  the  other  elements. 
This  has  actually  been  done,  out  of  a  true  regard  for  consistency, 
by  the  writers  of  the  V&jasaneyi  and  Taittiriya  texts :  for  lack  of  a 
better  device,  they  have  brought  down  one  of  the  usual  signs  of  na- 
sality from  above  the  syllable  to  a  position  between  the  syllables, 
giving  it  an  addition  wnich  enables  it  to  maintain  its  place  there  * 
— in  the  Taittiriya  texts,  we  have  the  dotted  crescent,  with  the  vi- 
rdma,  the  usual  mark  for  a  consonant  not  graphically  combined  with 
a  following  consonant,  beneath  it.  The  scribes  of  the  Rig- Veda 
seem  to  have  been  less  solicitous  to  make  their  practice  square 
with  their  theory.  It  may  well  be  made  a  question,  however, 
whether  the  habit,  now  so  common,  of  writing  amka,  auita^  arhhd^ 
for  wfika^  anta^  ambd,  etc.,f  could  have  grown  up  until  the  opinion 
had  become  prevalent  that  the  nasal  sign  in  ampa  also  represented 
a  nasal  sound  which  followed  the  vowel,  and  was  accommodated 
in  its  special  mode  of  utterance  to  its  successor.^ 

One  more  point  in  the  theory  of  the  nasal  sounds  calls  for  notice. 
The  assimilation  of  n  to  a  following  /,  and  of  m  to  a  following  /,  y, 
or  V  (v. 26-8),  is  treated  by  the  Taittiriya,  the  Vajasaneyi,  and  the 
Rik  Prati9akhyas  as  resulting  in  the  production,  not  of  a?itisodra, 
but  of  a  nasal  counterpart  to  the  semivowel — that  is,  the  case  is 
made  analogous  with  that  of  a  nasal  before  a  mute,  instead  of 
before  a  spirant.  Here,  also,  the  Atharva-Prdti9akhya  pursues  an 
independent  course,  and  accepts  no  nasal  y  or  v,  but  only  a  nasal  /, 
as  product  of  both  m  and  n  (see  Ath.  Pr.  ii.35).  In  this  case,  as 
well  as  in  the  other,  we  have  to  asssume  merely  a  difference  in  the 
theoretical  explanation  of  an  identical  mode  of  pronunciation ;  and 
I  should  not  only  favor  the  Atharvan  view,  but  should  be  willing 
to  give  up  the  nasal  /  itself,  as  not  worth  distinguishing  from  an 
ordinary  case  of  anusvdra — or  of  nasalized  vowel,  if  we  accept  this 
understanding  of  the  matter.  Thus^nuch,  indeed,  may  be  allowed 
— ^that,  while  the  absence  of  sonant  utterance  in  the  spirants  cuts 
them  off  from  sharing  in  a  nasal  quality,  it  might  be  difficult  to 
prevent  the  nasality  of  the  preceding  vowel  from  infecting  at  least 

♦  Thus,  for  ^ET^T  or  ^^^'  *^®  ^^y  S.  writes  ^ETb^T.  ^^^  Tftitt.  S.  ^ET'^Kin'- 

+  That  is,  gET^,  gEFT.  ^eNTT.  ^ot  ggf^,  %f  rr»  W^ 

X  No  valid  objection  can  be  raised  against  the  practically  so  convenient,  imita- 
tion of  this  habit  on  the  part  of  modern  European  scholars,  so  far  as  concerns  the 
representation  of  an  original  m  assimUated  to  a  following  consonant.  To  go  far- 
ther than  this,  however,  and  write  the  anusvdra  sign  in  the  interior  of  a  word  for 
a  nasal  mute  which  is  equally  radical  or  thematic  with  the  succeeding  non-nasal, 
and,  yet  more,  to  write  it  for  a  final  m,  which  no  Prfiti9dkhya  allows  to  be  pro- 
nounced otherwise  than  m,  seems  an  indefensible  practice,  and  one  wholly  to  be 
disapproved  and  rejected.  Of  Miiller's  seemingly  elaborate  defense  of  his  adher- 
ence to  it,  g^ven  in  the  Preface  to  his  Hitopade^a,  absolutely  the  whole  point  lies 
in  the  phrases  (p.  zi):  "it  is  easier  to  write  ar/'iAn'^  than  anhtd.  What  applies 
to  writing  applies  with  still  greater  force  to  printing  " — which  latter  consideration 
must  be  pronoimoed  destitute  of  weight;  since,  on  the  contrary,  we  do  expect  our 
Iftinting  to  be  superior  in  accuracy  to  ordinary  writing. 
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the  beginning  of  the  sonant  semivowels.  For  the  exclusion  of  r 
from  the  same  treatment  with  the  other  semivowels  I  can  discover 
no  good  reason. 

The  usage  of  the  manuscripts  is  pretty  nearly  in  accordance 
with  the  theories  of  the  Prati9akhya.  For  an  assimilated  ?//,  the 
distinctive  anusvdra  sign  is  always  written  before  r,  as  before  the 
spirants;  but  before  /,  y,  and  v  is  written  the  sign  of  nasality 
above  the  preceding  syllable,  as  before  a  mute.  But  as  regards  n 
before  /,  my  manuscript  varies  with  complete  irregularity  between 
treating  it  like  m,  as  required  by  the  Prati9akhya,  and  writing  the 
n  unchanged,  either  with  virdma  or  conjoined  with  the  /  (instances 
of  the  latter  mode  of  treatment  are  about  twice  as  frequent  as  of 
the  former).  The  edited  text  more  usually  follows  a  third  method, 
supported  neither  by  my  manuscript  nor  by  the  Prati9akhya :  it 
writes  the  /  double,  and  puts  a  sign  of  nasality  over  the  preceding 
syllable.  This  is  nonsense :  if  two  Ts  are  written,  the  first  should 
be  separated  from  the  other,  and  should  have  the  sign  of  nasality 
written  above  it.  But  there  is  no  reason  why  this  should  be  done 
in  the  case  of  a  combination  of  /  with  n  any  more  than  with  ;//,  or 
than  in  the  combination  of  m  with  y  and  v. 

It  only  remains  to  add  that,  in  my  manuscripts  (T.  and  W.)  and 
those  at  Berlin  and  Oxford  (B.  jind  O.),  the  text  of  the  Prati5a- 
khya  follows,  in  regard  to  the  treatment  of  the  nasals  as  to  other 
points  of  euphony,  the  usages  of  the  Taittirtya  text,  and  that  the 
citations  from  the  latter  in  the  commentary  are  also  written  accor- 
dingly ;  while  the  body  of  the  commentary  itself  follows  the  meth- 
ods of  ordinary  Sanskrit  texts.  In  this  edition,  therefore,  their 
example  is  followed  as  closely  as  possible :  the  proper  annsvdra 
being  represented  by  n,  and  the  m  assimilated  to  a  mute  or  semi- 
vowel, by  m.  The  two  South-Indian  manuscripts  (G.  and  M.)  do 
not  distinguish  these  two  from  one  another. 

81.  lu  the  case  of  the  vowels,  that  is  their  place  of  produc- 
tion, to  which  approximation  is  mada 

The  terra  upasamhdra,  *  approximation,'  is  glossed  by  upa^esha- 
vipeshahj  'a  sort  of  embrace' — unless,  indeed,  we  are  to  read,  with 
G.  and  M.,  aam^leshavi^eshah^  ^disunion  of  embrace,'  L  e.,  'em- 
brace which  doe^  not  come  to  actual  contact.' 

The  terms  athdna^  *  place,'  and  karana,  *  organ,'  denote,  as  in 
the  other  Pratigakhyas  (see  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  Ll8),  the  more  passive 
and  the  more  active  of  the  two  parts  of  the  mouth  whose  concur- 
rence gives  birth  to  a  sound. 


81.  svardmhh  tat  sthdnam  hhmatV  yatro  ''jxisamhdrah  sydt: 
upasam/tdro  ndmo  ''pa^leshavi^eshah^. 
*  B.  om.     *  W.  'pa^losh- ;  G.  M.  earki'kshavifleshah. 
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m^TH^^i^^  Hr^^UIH  ii^tll 


32.  That  is  producing  organ,  which  makes  the  approxima- 
tion. 

Here,  "  in  the  ease  of  the  vowels  "  is  declared  to  be  implied  from 
the  preceding  rule ;  upasarhharati,  '  approaches,'  is  explained  by 
prdpayatiy  '  attains ;'  and,  as  example  of  a  kqrana^  or  producing 
organ,  reference  is  made  to  the  "  tip  of  the  tongue,"  spoken  of  in 
rule  18  of  this  chapter. 

33.  But  in  the  case  of  the  other  letters,  that  is  place  of 
production,  where  contact  is  made. 

By  this  expression,  the  commentator  says,  simple  embrace  or 
union  is  predicated  of  the  consonants,  while  above  a  sort  of  em- 
brace (or  disunion  of  embrace)  was  predicated  of  the  vowels.  The 
difference,  he  adds,  between  approximation  and  contact  will  be  in- 
ferred by  any  knowing  person  from  the  force  of  the  terms  them- 
selves. The  word  "  but "  {tu)  is  meant  to  exclude  the  vowels ;  or, 
as  Mahisheya  explains  it,  annuls  for  anvsiuira  and  svarahhakti 
the  quality  of  bemg  produced  by  contact  merely,  like  the  other 
consonants.  This  last  is  a  precious  bit  of  pregnant  construction ; 
and  the  whole  comment  is  more  obscure  than  the  rule  itself,  whose 
meaning  and  implication  are  sufficiently  obvious. 


^^    FTjrf^   Hr^.|U|AJ[II^Sll 


34.  That  is  producing  organ,  whereby  one  makes  the  contact 

The  commentator  supplies,  as  subject  of  the  verb,  the  noun  adhy- 
etdy  *  reader ' — or,  rather,  *  repeater.' 

32.  svardndm  iti  sdmnidhydl  labhyate:  svardiidm  tat  karanam 
bhavati:  yat  svardn  upasarhharatl  prdpayati:  ^tat  karanam^. 
yathd:  jihvdgram  rkdra  (ii.l8)  ity  ddi. 

'  B.  tai  stMnam;  G.  M.  om. 

33.  snarebhyo  'nyeahdm  varndndm  tat  sthdnam  yatra  spar^- 

0 

nam  bhavet:  atra  vyafijandndm  sam^lesh/xmdtram^  kathya^te: 
svardndm  tu*  puraatdt  sampleshah*  kcUhitah  :  upasamhdraspar^a- 
nayoK  pctbdapaktyd  vifesho  *  vidushd  vijileyah*:  tu^abdah'  svarch 
nivrttyarthah :  athavd^:  anusvdrasvarabhaktyor  vyaf^anavad* 
9par^namdtrakcUvanivartaka^°  iti  mdhisheyabhdshitam, 

*  W.  -flosli- ;  G.  M.  'TndU-atvam.    *  W.  om.     ^  G.  -ahavi^eshah ;  M.  -ahavx^kshah 

*  G.  M.  -Kara  iti  sparfana.     *  G.  M.  ins.  eva.    •  G.  M.  jiidtavyah.     '  G.  M.  ^abda. 

•  G.  M.  om.  •  W.  -nave;  B.  -no.  '*  B.  apar^akamnamd- ;  G.  k.  aparfamdtrakdlan 
niV' :  M.  -vartatcL 


I 


72  W.  D.  Whitney,  [il  34- 

In  these  four  rales  is  implied  that  distinction  of  opener  and 
closer  position  between  vowel  and  consonant  which  constitutes 
their  essential  difference  (see  Joum.  Am.  Or.  Soc'y,  viiL367  seq.^, 
and  which  the  Ath.  Pr.  states  more  fully  (i. 29-35 : — where,  in  rule 
33,  we  should  read  eke  'sprshtam),  with  specifications  of  degree  of 
openness  and  closure  which  are  here  omitted  (save  so  far  as  repre- 
sented by  rule  45,  below). 

85.  In  the  A;-series,  one  makes  contact  with  the  root  of  the 
tongue  at  the  root  of  the  jaws. 

Compare  Ath.  Pr.  i.20,  and  the  references  to  the  other  Prati9a- 
khyas  there  given. 

The  locativo  and  instrumental  cases,  in  this  and  the  following 
rules,  correspond  with  the  yatra^ '  where,'  and  yena, '  whereby,'  of 
rules  33  and  34,  above,  and  point  out  respectively  the  place  and 
organ  of  production  of  the  different  classes  of  sounds. 

The  singular  number  of  hantZmlUa^  *  root  of  the  jaws,'  the  com- 
mentator accounts  for  as  used  generically  {jdtyapekshdydm^ '  with 
reference  to  the  whole  kind  or  class '). 

86.  In  the  c-series,  with  the  middle  of  the  tongue,  upon  the 
palate. 

Compare  Ath.  Pr.  L21,  and  the  note  upon  it.  The  sonant  aspi- 
rate of  this  series,  ^'A,  is  not  met  with  in  the  text. 

87.  In  the  /-series,  with  the  tip  of  the  tongue,  rolled  back, 
in  the  head. 

Compare  Ath.  Pr.  L22,  and  the  note  upon  it.  Our  commentary 
says,  "  by  the  word  *  head '  (milrd/irfn)  is  intended  the  upper  part 

34.  admnidhydd  anyeshdm  iti  labhyate:  svarebhyo  'nyeshdm 
varndndm  tat  karanam  hhavati:  adhyetd  yena  vyafljandni 
spar^ayati  prdpayati  tat  karanam^ 

35.  kavargri  uccdrynmdne  jihi^dmiUena  '  hantimUle  spar^yati 
prdpayed  Hy  arthaJt,  hanvor  mUlam  hanHmUlam^:  ta^min*:  * 
jdtyapekahdydm^  ekavacanam, 

*  G    M.  ins.  varnam.    *  B.  G.  M.  om.     *  W.  B.  om.    ^  G.  M.  ins.  muiam  Hi, 

36.  pavarge  kdrye  ^  jihvdmadhyena  varndn*  tdldu  apr^t*. 
'  G.  M.  put  tiUdu  here.    *  M.  -nam.    *  B.  spr^ayet;  G.  M.  sparfayet 
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of  the  mouth-cavity."  Perhaps  we  shall  best  remove  the  difficul- 
ties attaching  to  the  use  of  the  word  "  head "  in  describing  this 
class  of  sounds,  by  assuming  that  the  name  mUrdhanyay '  capital,' 
had  become  firmly  established  in  use  as  designating  them,  at  an 
earlier  period  of  phonetic  science  in  India,  when  their  mode  of  pro- 
duction was  less  accurately  understood  and  defined ;  and  was  there- 
fore retained  by  the  later  granmiarians,  who  gave  to  it  a  new  defi- 
nition. For,  that  miXtdhan  should  have  been  taken  directly  and 
without  ceremony  to  signify  the  *  dome  of  the  palate '  does  not 
appear  to  me  possible.  As  in  the  notes  to  the  Atharva-Pratic^U 
khya,  I  shall  take  the  liberty  of  speaking  of  the  ^sounds  as  "  Im- 
gual " — a  term,  on  the  whole,  as  unobjectionable  and  as  commonly 
accepted  as  any  other. 

The  conmientator  glosses  the  word  prativeshtyay  *  having  rolled 
it  back,'  by  "  having  done  what  ?  having  rolled  back  (6.  M.  add  in 
explanation  dveshtya^ '  having  rolled  up ')  the  tip  of  the  tongue,  on 
account  of  its  suitableness "  ^  e.  of  the  adapteoness  of  this  posi- 
tion to  produce  the  contact  amied  at). 


fa^f^    fWf    <^-H^5J  II^TTH 


88.  In  the  ^8eries,  with  the  tip  of  the  tongue,  at  the  roots 
of  the  teeth. 

Compare  Ath.  Pr.  i24,  and  the  note  upon  it. 

39.  In  the  />-series,  with  the  two  lips. 

The  commentator  explains  that  here  the  upper  lip  is  the  place  of 
production,  as  the  various  places  of  production  mentioned  have 
been  the  upper  organ ;  and  that  the  under  lip  is  the  organ  of  pro- 
duction. 

Compare  Ath.  Pr.  L26,  and  the  note  upon  it. 

37.  tavarge  Jcdrye  jihvdgrena  ^  mUrdhnt^  varnam  apr^t*:  kim 
krtvd:  yogyatvdi}^  jihvdgram  prativeshtya^:  mUrdha^bdena  vak- 
travivaroparibhdgo  v ivakshyate*. 

*  G.  M.  put  varifam  here.  '  B.  G.  M.  mtirdhani.  '  B.  sprfayeL  *  W.  -tvd;  B. 
-tvdt  taj;  G.  -tvdii;  M.  -ivdyogyatodn!    ^  G.  M.  -ahtydveaJUya,    *  G.  M.  'kahitdh. 

38.  tavarge  kd/rye  jihvdgrena  varnam  dantamtlleshu  8par^yet\ 

*  G.  M.  apffel 

39.  pavarge  kdrya  oahthdbhydm  anyonyam  spar^yet:  cUro^ 
^Uaroshtha  sthdnam  vUaratvaadmydd^  eahdrh  sthdndndm:  adhor 
rosJuhah  karanam, 

•  •  • 

1  W.  tairo.    '  B.  -rdtvdt  admdnydd;  G.  M.  oahthatvct-. 
VOL.  IX.  10 
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40.  In  y,  with  the  two  edges  of  the  middle  of  the  tongue, 
upon  the  palate. 

The  T&ittiriya-Pnlti9akhya  stands  alone  in  omitting  to  rank  the 
semi-vowels  along  with  the  mutes,  as  palatal,  etc.,  and  in  descrihing 
their  formation  throughout  hy  special  rule.  Respecting  y,  see  the 
note  to  Ath.  Pr.  i.21. 

The  description  of  the  mode  of  production  of  y,  here  given,  is 
ignite  accurate  and  sufficiently  distinctive.  The  "  edges  "  are  men- 
tioned, as  being  the  parts  which  form  contact  with  the  palate,  the 
central  part  remaining  open,  as  taught  for  i  in  rule  22,  above. 

41.  In  r,  with  the  middle  of  the  tip  of  the  tongue,  back  of 
the  roots  of  the  teeth. 

Pratyak  is  explained  by  the  phrase,  "  in  the  interior  upper  por- 
tion " — ^that  is,  '  within  and  above ' — the  equivalence  of  pratyag- 
dtman  and  antardtman^  *  inner  soul,'  being  pleaded  as  justification. 

The  somewhat  discordant  teachings  of  the  Prati9akhyas  with 
reference  to  this  sound  are  detailed  in  the  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  i.28. 
The  most  noteworthy  circumstance  in  their  common  treatment  of 
the  letter  is  that  they  so  ignore  its  special  relationship  with  the  lin- 
gual mutes,  and  in  part  with  the  r-vowels :  although  in  this  trea- 
tise the  definition  or  the  latter  (iLl8)  is,  essentially,  nearly  accord- 
ant with  that  here  given  for  the  semivowel,  it  could  not  possi- 
bly have  the  value  which  belongs  to  it  in  the  Sanskrit  euphonic 
system,  if  it  were  not  a  lingual  semi-vowel,  like  the  English  r,  utter- 
ed with  the  tip  of  the  tongue  reverted  into  the  dome  of  the  palate. 

42.  Also  in  Z,  at  the  roots  of  the  teetL 

According  to  the  commentator,  the  "and"  (ca)  of  this  rule 
brings  down  by  implication  from  the  preceding  both  jihvdgrama- 
dhya^  '  middle  of  the  tongue-tip,'  and  pratycuc^  *  back  fronu'    It 

40.  yakdre  kdrye  jihvdmadhydfUdbhydm  tdldu  spar^yeL 
jihvdyd   madhyam:    taayd  ^ntdu:    tdbhydm   jihvdmadhydfUd- 

bhydm\ 
*  Or.  M.  om. 

41.  rephe  kdrye  jihvdgramadhyena  dantamHUbhyah  pratyak 
spar^yet :  prajtya^g  ity  ^ahhyantara  uparibhdga^  ity  arthcih :  *yah 
pratyagdtme  Hy^  antardtmd  prattyate, 

(^)  G.  M.  -nUunpairi',    ^)  G.  M.  ycUhd  praiyagdimani. 
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appears  obvious,  however,  if  only  from  the  locative  case  of  darUor 
mdleshu^  that  the  latter  item  is  not  intended,  and  that  we  are  to 
regard  the  roots  of  the  teeth  themselves  (more  properly,  the  gums 
close  upon  them)  as  the  sthdna,  or  '  place  of  production,'  of  /. 
This,  indeed,  is  nearly  enough  intimated  by  the  final  paraphrase  of 
the  comment.  The  really  mstinctive  characteristic  of  the  /,  that 
it  forms  a  contact  in  front,  but  allows  the  breath  to  escape  at  the 
sides  of  the  tongue,  is  here  by  no  means  clearly  brought  out: 
rather,  we  are  left  to  infer  that  it  and  the  r  are  produced  in  the 
same  manner,  only  the  r  a  little  further  back.  No  one  of  the  other 
treatises  gives  a  better  description  (see  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  i.24,  where 
I  have  given  the  Taittirlya  definition  more  credit  than  really  be- 
longs to  it). 

43.  In  v,  with  the  edges  of  the  lips,  along  with  the  teeth. 

This  rule  cannot  be  commended  for  distinctness.  The  commen- 
tator gives  it  not  a  little  of  additional  precision,  by  his  paraphrase 
"  with  the  two  edges  of  the  lower  Up,  along  with  the  pomts  of  the 
upper  teethe"  But  how  comes  the  lower  hp  to  have  two  edges  ? 
He  adds,  that  the  teeth  are  the  place,  and  the  lips  the  organ,  of 
production.  But  then  why  does  not  the  rule  read  danteshu^  instead 
of  the  instrumental  daMdlkf  It  gives  us  two  instrumentals,  as  if 
teeth  and  lips  were  joint  organs,  and  neither  of  them  any  more 
"  place "  than  the  other.  The  lower  lip,  being  the  more  passive 
organ,  should  be  the  "place"  on  which  the  teeth,  as  "organ," 
make  their  contact ;  but  from  taking  this  view  the  treatise  and  its 
comment  appear  to  be  hindered  by  the  analogy  of  the  other  athd- 
na\  which  have  uniformly  been  the  upper  oi  the  two  parts  con- 
cerned in  the  contact.  To  make  a  good  definition,  the  rule  should 
read  adharoshthdnte  for  oahthdntdbhydm. 

Of  the  other  treatises  (as  pointed  out  in  the  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  l25), 
the  Vdj.  Pr.  gives  the  v  a  description  corresponding  with  this,  and 
showing  the  Tetter  to  have  had  the  precise  phonetic  value  of  our 
English  V.  This,  of  course,  should  not  in  the  least  stand  in  the 
way  of  our  fully  recognizing  the  fact  that  its  original  sound 
was  that  of  our  w.  The  «?  is  a  semi-vowel,  standing  in  the 
same  relation  to  u  as  y  to  i;  but  to  call  v  a  semi-vowel  is  a  sim- 

42.  caJedro  ^jihvdgramadhyapratyaktvam  anvddipcUV:  lakdre 
kdrye  jihvdfframadhyena^  dantamUleshu  pratyak  spar^yef: 
ayam  arthah  :  lakdrasya  *dantamillaprcUydsannam  pratyaganta- 
raprade^asthdnam*^  iti  vijfieyam^, 

^)  G.  M.  jihvdmadhyam  pratyaktvarh  cd  ''karshoH.  «  a.  M.  'nvdmadh-.  «  W.  B. 
put  after  vifaeyam.    ^*>  G.  M.  'Sannapradefa  sthdnam.    ^  G.  li.jfieyam, 

43.  vcAdre  kdrye  'dharoahthdrUdbhydm  uttaradantdgrdih  aaha 
epar^yet,  dantdir  iti  athdnanirdepah :  oahthdntdbhydm  iti  Jcara- 
nanirde^ah. 


76  .  W.  D.  WhUney,  [il  43- 

ple  abuse  of  terms.  We  might  nearly  as  well  call  our  j  a  semi- 
vowel, because  it  is  written  with  an  originally  vocalic  sign,  and 
represents  in  the  majority  of  cases  a  sound  which  the  Romans  pro- 
nounced as  y. 

44.  The  spirants,  in  their  order,  are  produced  in  the  places 
of  the  mutes. 

By  rule  l9,  there  are  six  spirants,  and  as  there  are  but  five 
^^ places''  of  mutes,  these  belong  to  the  first  five  spirants,  as  is  sig- 
mfied  by  the  expression  "  in  their  order :"  A,  therefore,  is  omitted, 
and  its  rules  will  be  given  hereafter  (rules  46,47).  To  this  effect 
the  commentator,  who  also  allots  the  spirants  to  their  respective 
mute-classes,  and  cites  from  the  Sanhit£l  an  example  for  each: 
namely,  ioT  jiJvodmOMya^  uttered  in  the  place  of  a  A;-mute,  yah  kd- 
may  eta  (iid.2^  et  al :  I  follow  the  example  of  all  the  M^.,  and 
do  not  attempt  to  distinguish  the  guttural  and  labial  spirants  from 
visarjantya  by  different  signs);  for  p,  in  the  place  of  a  o-mute, 
madhup  ca  mddhavap  ca  (i4.14,  or  iv.4.1 1  * :  W.  B.  omit  the  last 
two  words  of  the  citation,  and  W.  reads  manyu^  ca^  which  is 
found  at  iv.Y.2*);  for  «A,  in  the  place  of  a  ^-mute,  ashtdbhyah 
svdhd  (viL2.15);  for  «,  in  the  place  of  a  ^mute,  stand  uparavdh 
(vi.2.11*) ;  and  for  upadhmdniya,  in  the  place  of  a  jt?-mute,  yah 
pdpmand  (iL3.132). 

To  make  this  rule  a  definition  of  the  mode  of  utterance  of  the 
spirants,  the  one  next  following  is  to  be  applied  to  modify  it.  Un- 
fortunately, both  together  are  msufiicient  to  give  us  any  clear  idea 
of  the  two  problematical  sounds,  jihvdm'dliya  and  upadhmdntya ; 
and  there  is  room  for  us  to  suspect  them  of  being,  like  the  long 
^vowel,  an  artificial  fabrication  of  the  Hindu  grammarians.  As 
for  the  «,  there  is  no  question  as  to  its  value.  Is  or  ought  there  to 
be  respecting  that  of  the  M,  which  both  the  explanations  of  the 
phonetists  and  the  phenomena  of  Sanskrit  euphony  show  to  have 
Deen  that  particular  sibilant  (more  nearly  resembling  our  sh  than 
«,  but  sumiftiently  distinct  from  either)  which  is  uttered  with  the 
tongue  reverted  into  the  dome  of  the  palate.  It  passes  my  com- 
prehension how  European  grammarians  should  contmue  to  identify 

44.  Ushmdna  dnupHrvyena  yathdhramena  spar^asthdneahU 
^ccd/rantyd  bhavanti,  yatM:  jihvdmUltyah  kavargasthdne:  yah 

h-:  p€Adrap  cavargaathdne^:  madhup^ ;  ehakdrash  tavar- 

gastMne:  aaht- ;  sakdras  tavargasthdne:  stand ;  upa- 

dhmdntyah  pavargasthdne :  yah  p-:  ity  dnupHrvyena*:  dnupHr- 
vydn*  niyamdt  parlcasil  ^^shmasH  ^kteshu  hakdro  vi^htaJi\' 
tasya  vidhim  uparishtdd  dcashte, 

*  W.  cavargiyoB';  B.  cakdrcu-.  '  W.  manyuf.  •  G.  M.  -vyd  viffieydh.  *  Qt,  M. 
•vya,    '  B.  'fesTuih  ;  G.  M.  wuishthah. 
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it  with  our  sh;  and,  yet  more,  how  that  absurd  distinction  of  the 
lingual  and  palatal  sibilants  (of  which,  so  far  as  I  know,  Wilson 
was  the  originator)  which  defines  the  former  as  the  same  with  our 
sh  in  ahuh^  and  the  latter  with  our  88  in  session,  can  still  be  repeat- 
ed in  the  latest  Sanskrit  grammars.  Absurd  I  call  it,  because  there 
is  really  no  difference  at  all  between  the  pronunciation  of  sh  in 
shun  and  ss  in  session.  If  our  sh  be  found  m  the  Sanskrit  alpha- 
bet, it  is  the  palatal  sibilant  p,  not  the  lingual,  sh.  The  question 
of  the  value  of  p  is  connected  with  and  depends  upon  that  of  the 
palatal  series  of  mutes ;  and  upon  this  I  have  nothing  more  to  say 
than  I  said  in  the  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  L21. 

45.  But  the  middle  of  the  producing  organ  is  unclosed. 

The  **  but "  (tu)  of  this  rule,  we  are  told,  is  intended  to  annul 

^far)  the  similarity  of  organ  of  the  spirants  with  the  mutes, 
s  prescription  of  an  unclosure  of  the  middle  of  the  organ  is 
a  rather  artificial  device  for  saving  the  credit  of  the  general  pre- 
scription of  actual  contact  in  all  the  consonants.  It  is  nearly 
eqmvalent  with  the  rules  of  the  Ath.  Pr.  (L30,31)  upon  the  same 
subject. 


*Uif!yiHt    ^*I^[q|MsH1m1  11^ Mi 


46.  The  throat  is  place  of  production  of  h  and  visarjaniya. 

And,  the  commentator  adds,  they  have  no  karana,  or  organ  of 
production.  As  example  of  A,  he  cites  aharaha/r  havirdhdnindm 
(iL5.6*),  but  leaves  visarjaniya  uninstanced. 

The  other  Pratigakhyas  give  a  corresponding  definition  of  the 
utterance  of  these  two  sounds  (see  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  Ll9).  It  is 
too  indefinite  to  be  of  any  particular  use  to  us  in  determining  their 
phonetic  value.  But  the  two  rules  which  next  follow  in  our  trea- 
tise are  very  interesting  and  instructive. 

47.  In  the  opinion  of  some  authorities,  h  has  the  same  posi- 
tion as  the  beginning  of  the  following  voweL 

Our  commentator  first  offers  the  simple  paraphrase  of  this  rule 

46.  tesMm  Ushmandm  karanamadhyam  tu  vivrtam  bhavcUi: 
spar^ndm  karanasdmyanivrttiparas^  tu^bdah.  karandndm  ma- 
dhyam  karanamadhyam, 

'  B.  'Uyofiham. 

46.  hakdravisarjaniydu  kanthasthdndu  sydtdm.  kantha  sthd- 
nam  yayos  tdu  tathoktdu.    anayoh  karandbhdvah.    ahr 
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which  he  finds  given  by  one  of  his  three  chief  authorities,  Vara- 
ruci,  and  then  proceeds  to  exhibit  his  own  superior  acuteness  by 
a  very  long,  out  not  very  important,  discussion  of  it:  a  loose 
version  is  as  follows : 

llie  expression  "  the  same  position  as  the  beginning,"  etc.,  im- 
plies a  difference  of  position  in  the  remainder  of  the  vowel ;  but 
there  is  none  such  in  a,  t,  t//  as  a  vowel  has  but  a  single  posi- 
tion, the  word  "  beginning  "  is  superfluous,  and  the  desired  result 
would  be  secured  by  saying  simply  "  of  the  same  position  with 
the  vowel."  That  is  not  so :  a  difference  of  position  does  in  fact 
belong  to  the  remainder  of  the  diphthongs:  the  two  rules  (ii28, 
29)  which  teach  that  t  and  u  form  the  imal  elements  of  di  and 
du  assure  the  difference  of  position  for  those  two  sounds ;  in  like 
manner,  a  difference  of  position  is  to  be  remarked  as  prescribed 
in  general  grammar  [though  not  in  this  treatise]  for  the  final  ele- 
ments of  e  and  o,  tney  being  included  in  the  category  of  diph- 
thongs. But  again:  even  granting  that,  the  utterance  in  the 
throat  of  this  very  a  which  makes  the  initial  element  of  the  diph- 
thongs is  taught  Dy  the  rule,  "  the  throat  is  the  place  of  produc- 
tion of  a,  the  ^•-mutes,  A,  and  visarjantya ;^'*  hence,  as  sameness  of 
position  [with  the  a,  as  throat-sound]  is  prescribed  by  the  prece- 
ding rule,  this  rule  is  open  to  the  charge  of  superfluous  repetition. 
You  must  not  think  so,  is  the  reply ;  there  is  a  difference  between 
the  a  which  forms  the  beginning  of  e  and  o  and  an  a  standing  by 
itself:  to  the  latter  belongs  the  description  given  above  in  rule  12, 
"  the  lips  and  jaws  not  too  widely  separated,"  etc. ;  to  the  other, 
that  ot  rule  27,  "with  the  organ  of  production  more  closed;" 
therefore,  as  place  and  organ  correspond  to  one  another,  the  ex- 
pression "  of  the  same  position  as  the  beginning  "  is  to  be  under- 
stood as  meaning  "  of  the  same  place  and  organ  as  the  beginning." 
Moreover,  in  the  former  rule  the  absence  of  an  organ  of  produc- 
tion was  taught,  but  here  is  implied  also  the  presence  of  such ; 
hence  a  difference  of  opinions  comes  to  light,  and  not  merely  a  su- 
perfluous repetition. 

47.  ekeahdm  mate  haJcdra^  udat/asvarddisasthdna  dtmana  tipari 
evarddisasthdno*  hhavati  Hi  vdrarucoktain*  sydd  etcU.  ddind* 
aaethdna  ity  ukte  peshasya  athdndntaratvam^  vaktavyam  tad 
apy  akdrekdrokdreshu  nd  ^ati :  *  svarasydi  ''^kam  eva  ^ethdnarrC 
ity  ddi^abdavdiyarthyam  sydt:  svarasasthdna*  ity  etdvatdi  ^od 
^rthasiddhir^^  iti:  mdi  '*vam:  sandhyakshctreshu  pesha'Sya*  sthd- 
ndntaropapoMeh :  ikdro  'dhyardhah  (iL28)  iti  sUtradvayena 
^habhUtavarnavyaktdu*^  tayo^^  sthdndntaram  api  praaiddham 
eva :  evam^*  ekdrdukdrayor  api  vydkarane^*  peshasya  sthdjidnta- 
ram  vihitam  vijf'ieyam:  sandhyaksharatvdvipeshdd  anayoK 
nanv  evam  apy  aknhavisajjantydndm  kantha  iti  aandhyakshor 
rdddv  akdrcisyd  ^pi  kanthasthdnatvdt  tena  aamdna^thdnatve^* 
kathyamdne^*  pHrvasdtrok^na"  pdunamktyam  asya^*  eiltrasya 
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Any  detailed  criticism  of  this  cunning  argument  would  certain- 
ly be  open  to  the  charge  of  superfluity,  and  I  shall  not  attempt  it. 

A  few  further  examples  of  the  occurrence  of  A,  before  the  vari- 
ous diphthongs,  are  added :  tigmahete  (i. 2.142),  yd'oattr  vdsdmahdi 
(viL5.2'),  dgnihotrarh  juhoti  (i.6.9*),  samprayattr  ahdu  ^v.e.l*). 

The  acuteness  of  observation  of  the  "some  authorities"  who 
have  made  this  definition  of  the  character  of  a  A  certainly  de- 
serves respectful,  if  not  admiring,  acknowledgment.  It  is  the  pe- 
culiarity of  the  aspiration,  that  it  is  an  emission  of  unintonated 
breath  through  the  same  position  of  the  mouth-organs  by  which 
the  following  intonated  sound  receives  its  character :  thus,  the  h  of 
Aa  is  a  surd  a,  so  to  speak;  that  of  Aa,  a  surd  e;  that  of  who^  a 
surd  u;  that  of  hue^  a  surd  y/  and  so  on  (see  Joum.  Am.  Or. 
Soc'y,  viii870  seq.).  The  rule  would  have  been  made  better  by 
readme  vdayavarnay  instead  of  udayasvarddi — 'the  following 
sound,^ instead  of  'the  beginning  of  the  following  vowel' — for  the 
assimilation  is  not  less  true  of  the  semi-vowels  and  nasals  than  of 
the  vowels. 


'^'^MH^IHI    i^HsfnlM:  II  St:  ii 


48.  Visarjamya  has  the  same  position  as  the  end  of  the  pre- 
ceding voweL 

The  commentator  does  not  tell  us  whether  this  definition  is  to  be 
looked  upon  as,  like  the  preceding,  expressing  the  opinion  of  "  some 
authorities,"  or  as  having  the  unqualified  approval  of  the  Pniti9&- 
khya.  From  his  silence  we  should  infer  the  latter,  but  the  connec- 
tion gives  reason  for  presuming  the  former.  He  paraphrases :  "  vp- 
safjaniya  is  of  like  position — ^that  is,  of  like  place  and  organ — 
with  the  end  of  the  vowel  that  precedes  itself;"  and  adds  that 

9ydt,  mdi  ^vam  rnansthdh :  ekdrdukdrddivartino^'  'kdrasya  kevor 
lam/a  ca  vi^ho  'sti:  kevcUasya  *"  kardnam  oshthahanu  nd 
Hivyaatam  (ii.l2)  iti^^:  sandhyakshardddu  vartamdnasya  tu 
sarhvrtakaranataram  (iL27).*  taamdt  sthdnakaranayoh  saha- 
carttatvdd**  ddisasthdna  ity  ukta  ddimmd^iasthdnakarana**  iti 
vijf^eyam.  kirh  ca:  pHrvasiXtre  karandbhdva  ity**  uktah:  atra  tu 
k(xranavaUvam  apC*  vidyata  iti  matdntaram  upapadyate:    na 

pdunaruktyam  ca.  tathd^*:  tig-:  ydv- ;  agn- :  sam- 

itdaya^abda  lUtaraparydyah":  udaya^  cd  '^adu**  svarap  ca  **  ; 
tcuyd  ^^dih :  tena  sasthdnah, 

»  G.  M.  put  before  ekeshdm.    «  G.  M.  udayaavar-.    »  W.  B.  var-.    *  W.  ddi, 

*  G.  M.  'tararh,    *  G.  M.  ina.  tcUM  sati.    H)  w.  'kasthdnam  evam.    <«>  B.  om. 

•  G.  M.  naraaya  *a-.  »«  G.  M.  om.  artha;  G.  M.  -<WA<fr.  "  G.  M.  -hMtarii  v-, 
'«  G.  M.  Uuyd.  "  G.  M.  om.  "  G.  M.  -na,  "  G.  M.  ethd-.  »•  G.  M.  kalpy-. 
"  G.  M.  -tHwfc-.  »8  g.  M.  0va  toBya,  »»  G.  M ."  ,^ayar  ddi-.  ^W.  ms.  tu.  "  G.  M. 
nd  Hyupasamhrtam  ca;  B.  no  ^jHMarhhftarh.  "  W.  B.  -^'vdd,  **  W.  -^hdna. 
**  G.  M.  om.  '  »  G.  M.  om.  *  G.  M.  om.  "  G.  M.  vdayasvarddisasthdnak. 
^  G.  M.  om.  asdt^    **  G.  K.  ins.  ttdayawarah. 
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here  too  the  language  of  the  rule  is  aimed  at  the  diphthongs,  since 
no  other  vowel  exhibits  any  difference  of  position  between  its  end 
and  its  beginning.  His  examples,  again,  are  only  of  vUarjantya 
after  a  diphthong:  they  are  agneh  (Ll.lO^  et  aL),  brdhmandir 
dyushmat  (iiS.lO*),  hdhuvor  halam  (v.5.9*),  and  d  ^yarh  gduh  {},b, 
3 1).  In  the  second  and  third  of  these  passages,  only  the  first  word 
should  have  been  quoted,  in  order  to  exhibit  the  visarjantya. 

The  teachings  of  the  other  Prati9akhyas  respecting  the  visatjar 
ntya  are  rehearsed  in  the  note  to  Ath,  Fr.  Ll9.  All  are  so  indefi- 
nite as  really  to  teach  us  nothing  respecting  the  phonetic  value  of 
the  sound.  The  present  rule  alone  gives  us  positive  and  precise 
information,  teaching  us  to  regard  it  as,  like  the  A,  a  simple  un- 
characterized  breathing,  a  kind  of  final  A. 

49.  The  nose-sounds  have  the  nose  as  their  place  of  production. 

The  "  nose-sounds,"  the  commentary  says,  are  the  yamas  (xxi. 
12,13);  but  why  the  ndsikya  (xxLl4)  should  not  be  regarded  as 
included  among  them  I  do  not  see.  Any  discussion  of  their  pho- 
netic character  may  be  best  deferred  until  the  chapter  where  the 
rules  for  their  occurrence  are  given.  As  examples  of  the  nose- 
sounds  are  quoted  ruhmam  antaram  (v.l.lO^ :  but  G.  M.  B.  give 
instead  rukmantam,  11.2.3^),  ydcfid  (i.5.7*  :  but  G.  M.  give  instead 
rdjM,  116.2^  et  aL),  dtndrah  (v.e.S^),  ratnam  dbhqjatUa  (ii.6.12» : 
but  G.  M.  give  instead,  if  it  be  not  merely  a  corrupted  reading, 
need  ratnam  ayqianta,  which  I  have  not  found  in  the  Sanhit4), 
2knd.  pdpmdnam  (l4.41  et  aL). 

H^HltHchll   i^  MHO II 

50.  Or  they  are  produced  by  the  mouth  and  nose. 

Respecting  this  alternative  explanation  nothing  need  be  said  at 
present. 

- 

48.  visafjaniya  dtmaiiah  piirvasvardntena  sasthdnah  aamdnor 
gthdnakarano  hhavati:  atrd  ^pi  pHrvasvara  iti  %andhyaksharam 
tAcyate:  svardntarasya^  hP  sthdndntarcUvdbhdvdt.    yathd:  ag-:* 

brdh' .•  hdh' ;*   d pHrvasyd  ^ntaJk:  tena  sasthdnah 

pHrvdntasasthdnah^, 

*  W.  B.  -ntasya.    '  B  om. ;  G.  M.  hhinna,    '  B.  om.    *  B.  om.    '  B.  om. 

49.  ndaikyd  yamd  ndsikdsthdnd  bhavanti,    yathd:  ruk- .• 

ydr:  dU:  rat- :  pdp-. 

60.  ta^  eva  ndsikyd  mukJuindHkdbhydfn^  uccdrantyd  bhavanti, 

mukharh  ca  ndsikd*  ca  mukhandsike*:  tatsambandhino  mukhandai- 

kydh,    ^uktdny  evo  ^ddharandni^, 

1  G.  M.  eto.    *  G.  M.  fnukhena  ndaikdlkydTh  ca,    '  G.  M.  -ke.    <  G.  M.  -ham. 
(^)  G.  M.  put  after  IhavaniL 
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51.  And,  in  them,  the  organ  of  production  is  as  in  the  series 
of  mutes. 

The  "  and "  (ca)  of  this  rule,  the  commentator  says,  brings  for- 
ward, on  the  principle  of  '  the  lion's  look '  (a  distant  glance  back- 
ward: the  phrase  is  used  several  times  later  in  like  cases),  the 
already  defined  organs  of  production  of  the  various  mute  series. 

If  the  mouth  be  regarded  as  bearing  a  part  in  the  production  of 
the  nose-sounds  or  yamaa^  in  a  way  which  is  determined  by  the 
mode  of  formation  of  the  mutes  to  which  they  are  attached,  it  is 
difficult  to  see  how  their  number  can  be  restricted  to  four,  as  it  is 
in  the  "  list  of  sounds  "  given  at  the  beginning  of  the  treatise,  and 
in  the  comment  on  rule  xxll2. 

52.  Nasal  quality  is  given  by  the  unclosing  of  the  nosa 

Anundaikya  is  the  quality  of  being  anundsika  or  ^  nasal ;'  and 
this  name,  as  prescribed  by  rule  30,  above,  and  fully  supported  by 
the  usage  of  the  treatise  elsewhere,  belongs  to  anuavdra  and  the 
various  nasal  consonants.  The  definition  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  quality  is  communicated  is  quite  unexceptionable ;  the  organs 
of  the  mouth  remaining  in  the  positions  already  given  for  the  vari- 
ous classes  and  single  sounds,  the  opening  of  the  nasal  passage,  and 
the  utterance  through  it  of  a  part  or  the  whole  of  the  emitted  ma- 
terial, makes  the  corresponding  nasal  sound. 

The  commentator  explains  ndsikdvivarana  by  ghrdnabUa,  *  hole 
of  the  nose,  nasal  passage,'  as  if  vivarana  signified  the  opening  or 
cavity,  instead  of  the  act  of  opening  or  unclosing.  His  choice  of 
an  example  also  seems  to  betray  a  want  of  appreciation  of  the 
true  scope  of  the  rule:  it  is  suploUcdsn  sumaAgcUdsn  (L8.16^). 

-  - 

51.  sinhdvcUokanena^  vargasyo  ^ktam  karanam  eakdro  ^nukar- 
shati:  eshu*  ndsikyeshu  vargavat  karanam  bhavati,  vargaaye 
'va  vargavat, 

*  G.  M.  'kananydyena.    *  G.  M.  (as  also  in  the  text  of  the  rule  itself)  eieahu. 

52.  ndsikdvivarandd  ghrdnabildcT  dnundsikyam  rangddi  kar- 
tavyam^    yathd*:  sup- ity  ddi. 

iti  tribhdahyaratne  prdti^dkhyavivarcfne 
dvitiyo  'dhydyah, 
>  G.  IL  fidaikdb;    >  B.  UUhd;  W.  om. 
VOL,  IX.  11 
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CHAPTER    III. 

Contents:  1,  introductory;  2-6,  oases  of  d  at  the  end  of  the  first  member  of  a 
componnd,  requiring  to  be  shortened  in  divided  text;  7,  of  i  and  u;  8-12,  of 
final  d  of  verbal  forms  and  particles;  13-14,  of  final  t  and  t2;  15,  of  initial  d, 

4|jyi<|GJTi^   fspTTTt  ^fof  Gd%|H4(:  li  'i  ii 

1.  Now  then — at  the  beginning  or  end  of  a  word,  a  vowel, 
in  case  of  separation,  if  followed  by  a  consonant,  becomes  short 
as  hereinafter  set  fortk 

Matters  of  introductory  explanation,  of  interpretation  of  the 
rules  of  the  treatise,  and  of  phonetic  theory,  being  now  for  the 
present  disposed  of  (for  they  are  resumed,  in  a  supplementary  way, 
in  some  of  the  concluding  chapters),  the  task  of  determining  the 
readings  of  the  Sanhiti  is  taken  up.  And  the  first  subject  dealt 
with  is  that  of  the  irregular  prolongations  of  vowels — chiefly  final 
a,  t,  and  u — ^which  are  so  frequent  m  all  the  Vedic  texts.  In  the 
other  treatises  (Rik  Pr.  viL-ix.,  Vaj.  Pr.  iii  95-1 2 8,  Ath.  Pr.  iiil- 
25),  the  rules  tell  us  in  what  situations  a  vowel  originally  short  is 
lengthened :  this  is  more  in  accordance  with  the  general  method 
of  tne  Prati9dkhyas,  which  take  for  granted,  upon  the  whole,  the 
existence  of  their  ^dkhds  in  the  analyzed  condition  of  the  pador 
text,  and  proceed  to  construct  the  aamhUd  from  it.  Here,  on  the 
contrary,  we  are  told  what  vowels,  long  in  the  ordinary  text,  are 
to  be  shortened  when  thrown  out  of  combination  with  their  sur- 
roundings. Such  dissolution  of  the  continuity  of  the  te:^t  takes 
place,  first,  in  pada^  whenever  a  pause — either  the  avagraha  sepa- 
rating the  two  members  of  a  compound,  in  its  repetition  after  itiy 
or  the  longer  pause  that  divides  between  two  words — comes  to 
stand  between  the  vowel  in  question  and  the  consonant  which  was 
its  next  neighbor  in  samhitd:  thus,  devdyata  iti  devoryate;  ava: 
nah  (s.  avd  nah).  Second,  it  is  made  in  the  so-called ^afd-text,  ex- 
ainples  of  which  are  often  qi^oted  in  the  sequel,  and  to  which  the 
rules  of  the  treatise  are  in  more  than  one  mstance  adapted ;  this 
text  is  constructed  by  thrice  repeating  each  pair  of  words — ^first  in 

1.  athe  Hy  ayam  adhikdrah :  dddu  paddddv  uttare  paddnte  ca 
variamdnah  samhitdydm  yo  dirgho  *8du  vihhdge  vibhdgasamaye 
vyafijanaparo  hroLsvam  dpadyate :  *  vyaf^janaparcUvam*  atra  ya- 
thdaaThhitdstham  vijiieyam,  nanu  d/irghdh  katharh  labhyate, 
'hrasvdnantarabhdvitvdd  devd^Skd  (iii 2)  ^^digrahaneshu  plutd- 
dar^ndc  ce*  Hi  bntmah,  aamhitdydm  ity  asyd  ^yam  arthah*: 
kdrydbh^dh  padasyo  ^ttarapadena  saha  8ambandhaniyamah\' 
*na  tu  pHrvapcuiena  saha  sambandhaniyamah*,    vibhdgo  'tra 


pyini 
ohda 
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their  natural  order,  then  inverted,  then  in  the  natural  order  again : 
for  example,  dpo  hi  sJukd  mayobhuvdh  would  become  dpo  hi  hy 
dpa  dpo  hi :  hi  shtha  stha  hi  hi  shtha :  sthd  mayohhuvo  mayo- 
bhuva  stha  sthd  mayobhuvdh :  mayobhuva  iti  mayah-bhuvah  :  the 
treatment  of  the  d  of  sthd  here  illustrates  the  conceptions  of  the  res- 
toration of  the  short  vowel  in  such  cases.  Third,  the  same  resto- 
ration takes  place  in  the  sarhhitdrtext  of  the  existing  manuscripts 
and  in  the  edition  founded  upon  them,  when  the  lengthened  vowel 
happens  to  come  at  the  end  of  one  of  those  passages,  of  just  fiffcy 
words  each,  into  which  the  anuvdkas  or  sections  of  the  SanhitS. 
aVe  divided.  This  division  the  Prati9akhya  does  not  recognize — 
or,  at  any  rate,  does  not  notice — not  infrequently  quoting  in  san- 
dhij  without  remark,  words  which  are  separated  by  it  (for  example, 
under  rule  13,  below,  upmasi  gamadhye^  i.3.6*'^,  where  the  edit- 
ed text  reads  correctly  u^rnasi :  1 :  gamadhye). 

The  comment  upon  this  rule  may  be  loosely  translated,  or  parar 
phrased,  as  follows : 

Here  atha^ '  now  then,'  is  an  introductory  heading ;  dddM  [literal- 
ly, *  at  the  beginning ']  means  '  at  the  beginning  of  a  word '  [inclu- 
aing,  also,  a  separable  part  of  a  compound  word] ;  iittare  [literally, 
*  in  the  latter  part ')  means  '  at  the  end  of  a  word :'  a  vowel  occu- 

ing  such  a  position,  if  it  be  long  in  sarhhitd,  becomes  short  vi- 

\dgey  L  e.  *  in  case  of  separation,'  when  followed  by  a  consonant — 
that  is  to  say,  when  so  followed  in  samhitd.  But  whence  is  de- 
rived the  limitation  to  a  "  long "  vowel  ?  We  answer,  fix)m  its 
conversion  into  a  short,  and  from  the  non-occurrence  of  any  pro- 
tracted (phtta)  vowels  among  the  instances  included  in  the  rules. 
The  limitation  ''  in  samhitd  "  implies  that  the  word  whose  form  is 
in  question  is  placed  in  euphonic  connection  with  the  word  that 
follows  it ;  not,  however,  with  the  word  that  precedes  it  [unless, 
as  should  be  excepted,  its  initial  vowel,  instead  of  its  final,  is  the 
one  liable  to  change  of  quantity].  "  Separation "  (vibhdga)  is  to 
be  understood  as  division  from  tne  words  with  which  it  stands  in 
natural  or  original  connection — ^that  is,  according  to  the  reading  of 
the  fundamental  text :  otherwise,  in  the  Jo^d-text  of  the  two  words 
sithd  mayobhuvah  (see  above),  the  stha  would  retain  its  long  d  in 
its  second  repetition,  because  of  its  standing  in  euphonic  connec- 
tion with  the  following  word :  and  that  should  not  be  so.  The 
sense  of  the  word  vibhdga  is,  in  case  of  a  long  initial  vowel,  sepa^ 
ration  from  the  preceding  word ;  in  case  of  a  long  final,  from  the 

prakrtipaddir  ucyate:  prakrtir  ndma  yathdpdthah:  prakrtipaddir 
itikim:  sthd  mr  ity  atra  jatdydm  stha^bdasya  dvittyoccdrane 
*pi  dirghah  prasc^yeta^ :  uttarapadena  vibhdgdbhdvdt :  sa^  md 
bhUd  iti  pcmhdrah,  vibhdgapadasyd*  ^yam  arthah:  paddddu^^ 
dirghasya  pHrvapadena  vibhdgah:  paddnte^^  dirghasyo  ^ttarapo 

dena  vibhdgah,    vibhdge  vyafifanapara  itikim:  rt- ity  atra 

md  bhUd  iti:  nddhdmdd^drayd  (iiL8)  iti  prdptih.  samhitd- 
ydm  '*  d^rgha  iti  kim:  esha ity  atra prdptisampddamdrtham: 
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following  word.  The  limitation  "  in  case  of  separation,  if  followed 
by  a  consonant  '^  is  for  the  sake  of  excluding  such  cases  as  rtadhd- 
md  ^81  (13.3 :  in  separated  form,  rtadhdmd:  aai)^  which  would  oth- 
erwise come  under  the  rule  iii8  [among  the  specifications  of  which, 
dhdmd  is  included].  The  limitation  "  a  long  vowel  in  samhUd  "  is 
intended  to  bring  eaha  vo  hharatd  rdjd  (18. 1 0*  et  al. ;  padct-text^  bhor 
ratdh)  under  the  action  of  the  rules ;  since  thus,  and  not  otherwise, 
is  pertinence  given  to  the  word  ydjyd  in  rule  1 1  of  this  chapter. 
Undue  extension  of  the  prescription  to  such  cases  as  tvd  vdyavah 
(Ll.l)  is  provided  against  by  the  rules  that  follow  [since  these  spe- 
cify all  the  cases  in  which  it  is  to  be  applied]. 

The  only  difficulty  arising  in  connection  with  the  understanding 
of  this  rule,  or  of  the  interpretation  of  it  given  by  the  commen- 
tator, grows  out  of  the  specification  vyafijanapara^ '  followed  by  a 
consonant.'  Respecting  this,  we  are  explicitly  told,  near  the  be- 
ginning of  the  exposition,  "  the  being  followed  by  a  consonant  is 
to  be  understood  nere  of  the  condition  of  things  in  the  samhitd- 
text " — that  is  to  say,  any  long  vowel  which  appears  in  aarhhitd  as 
a  final,  with  a  consonant  following  it,  is  to  be  regarded  as  falling 
under  the  rules  of  the  chapter.  This  specification,  then,  makes 
the  rules  apply  to  such  cases  as  hharatd  rdjd  (the  example  quoted 
by  the  commentator:  the  j^at/a-reading  is  hharaJtdh:  rdjd)  and 
(idhd  tnd  (quoted  under  rule  9;  pada-resLdiug  adhdh:  md),  and 
they  have  to  be  specially  allowed  for  and  excepted — as  is  done  in 
rules  9  and  11.  It  seems  very  strange,  now,  to  have  this  implica- 
tion made,  requiring  as  a  consequence  that  all  the  words  which  by 
euphonic  processes  come  to  exhibit  in  samhitd  a  long  final  vowel 
(d)  should  be  taken  into  consideration :  but  the  number  of  cases 
actually  needing  to  be  guarded  against  in  the  rules  on  account  of 
it  is  very  small  For,  in  the  first  place,  the  question  can  arise  only 
in  regard  to  the  words  specially  mentioned  in  the  rules;  and 
among  these  there  are  not  many  for  which  homophonous  forms  in 
dh  or  di  occur;  and  of  these,  again,  only  a  part  would  occur  oth- 
erwise than  before  a  vowel,  in  which  situation  the  hiatus  would 
betray  the  omission  of  the  former  final  element.  The  makers  of 
the  treatise,  then,  appear  to  have  thought  it  safer  to  avoid  a  possi- 
ble confusion  of  adhd  from  adhdh  with  adhd  from  adha,  and  so 
on,  by  making  the  rules  apply  in  general  to  both  cases,  and  special- 
ly excepting  the  former.  And  this  is  what  they  have  attempted 
to  do :  and  it  has  cost  them  only  two  additional  words — agniyd- 
jye  in  rule  9,  and  ydjydsu  in  rule  11 — ^together  with  an  artilce  of 

tathd  eati  hharatd  ydjydsv  (iiL  11)  iti  ydjydpadarh  sdrthakam 
nd    ^nyathd.    vyafijanam    asmdt   pararn^*    iti    vyafljanapardh, 

tvd ity  dddv  etallakshanasambhavdd^*  ativydptim^*  uttara- 

sUtrdih  pariharati. 

'  G-.  M.  ins.  paddddu  ca  paddnte  ca  yo  dirgho  vyai^'anottaro  vibhdge  kriyamdne 
hrasvarh  samydti.  *  G.  M.  -nam.  O  M.  om. ;  G.  hrawdrU-,  *  G.  om.  ca.  *  G. 
M.  'dhah.  <•)  W.  om.  '  G.  M.  -yate.  «  G.  M.  om.  »  G.  M.  -gofobd-.  '«  W. 
-dddu    "W. -nte.    »  G.M.  ins.  yo.    "  G.  M. -ra.    "G.M,«;atol-.    ^^W.aUprd-. 
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constmction  under  rule  8,  in  connection  with  the  word  prdndh. 
Without  a  complete  index  verborum  to  the  Sanhitsl,  or  a  labori- 
ously minute  examination  of  the  whole  text  with  reference  to  this 
particular  point,  I  cannot  tell  just  how  nearly  successful  their  at- 
tempt has  been ;  but  I  have,  I  believe,  discovered  at  least  one  case 
which  they  have  overlooked.  At  L4.24,  namely,  we  read  rakshd 
mdkih  (p.  rakshdh),  and,  by  rule  8,  the  d  of  rakshd  should  be 
shortened.  That  the  section  containing  these  words  was  really  a 
part  of  the  text  for  which  the  Prati9akhya  was  constructed  is 
proved  by  the  fact  that  two  of  its  peculiarities  of  reading  are  pro- 
vided for  in  later  rules  (vi.5  and  xi.l3). 

But  with  the  interpretation  thus  given  appears  to  be  quite  at 
variance  the  jphrase  containing  the  illustration  rtadhdmd  ^si,  where 
vibhd^e  and  vyafijanaparah  are  immediately  connected,i  and  made 
to  mean  'followed  by  a  consonant  in  separated  text'  (not  rtadhdmd: 
asi).  This  I  can  hardly  believe  to  be  a  genuine  part  of  the  com- 
mentary. The  second  d  of  rtadhdmd  '«^  cannot  be  said  to  be 
either  final  or  initial :  it  is  a  combination  of  both :  it  does  not  fur- 
nish a  case  to  which  the  rules  of  the  chapter  apply  with  any  pro- 
priety, as  the  samhitd  reading  cannot  be  affectea  by  them.  If  not 
some  later  meddler,  then  the  commentator  himself,  has  suffered 
himself  to  be  scared  by  an  imaginary  difficulty,  and  has  unneces- 
sarily twisted  the  rule  a  little  awry  in  order  to  its  removal. 

The  specification  vibhdgey '  in  case  of  separation,'  applies  in  the 
T&ittirtya  padortext  more  generally  and  more  strictly  than  in  those 
of  the  other  Vedas.  Where  the  separation  of  a  compound  is  sus- 
pended on  account  of  its  further  composition,  the  restoration  of  its 
natural  form  is  suspended  also:  and  we  read,  for  example,  vir- 
ya-vatj  but  vtrydvat-tara  ;  v  i^armitra^  but  vi^dmitra-jamadugni ; 
antirydja  and  ananthy^a,  but  praydjoranHy^a^  and  so  on — ^and  we 
shall  find  illustrations  hereafter  in  connection  with  other  changes 
than  prolongation  of  vowels.  Thus,  also,  in  the  full  jixwfo-read- 
ings,  the  word  is  given  first,  before  it%  in  its  samhitd  form,  with- 
out change  (except  euphonic  combination  with  the  iti) ;  and  this 
part  of  the  reading  I  shall  accordingly  usually  omit  in  quoting  the 
pada-texty  setting  down  only  the  separated  and  restored  form 
which  follows  itij  or  the  part  which  corresponds  to  the  entire  read- 
ing of  the  Rik  and  Atharvan  pada-texts, 

2.  Devd,    (pkd^    sumnd,     gvd,    rid,     vayund,    hrdayd,     aghd, 

2 ity  eteshu  grahaneshv  avagraheshv^  arUyasvaro  vv- 

bhdge    vya^janaparo    hrasvam,    dpadyate.     yathd:    dev- ; 

^tk- ;    sumnr ;    dydv- ;    *apy  akarddi    (L52)    iti 

vacandcT  idam  apy  uddharanam*:  a^v- ;  rt- :  v ay- ;• 

hrd- ;  agh- ;  ukth- ;  dpo 

>  G.  M.  om.    (>)  B.  om.    >  G.  M.  9ittrdd,    ^  G.  M.  -Tutrtavyam. 
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ukthd,  and  qnddhd,  as  first  members  of  a  compound,  shorten 
their  final  when  separated. 

This  and  the  following  rules,  including  the  seventh,  properly 
form  one  connected  passage,  with  the  specification  Uy  avagrahan^ 
*  these,  as  former  members  of  a  compound,'  which  applies  alike  to 
them  all,  standing  at  the  end. 

The  examples  quoted  from  the  Sanhita  in  illustration  of  the  rule 
are  as  follows.  For  devd:  devdyate  yqjamdndya  ^rma  (iiL5.5^  : 
G.  M.  omit  the  last  word  of  the  citation),  the  only  case,  so  far  as  I 
have  noted,  for  devdyant;  we  have  devayate  (with  short  vowel) 
twice,  at  i2.12^  and  ii5.9^:  devdyuvam  occurs  ii5.9®  and  iv.l.l^, 
but  devayuhy  iiL5.ll*.  For  ^ikd,  ^kdyate  svdhd  (viLS.lH),  the 
only  case.  For  sumnd,  sumndyanto  havdmahe  (L5. 1 1  * ),  also  alone. 
For  pw(^,  dydvdprthicyd  ^dvit  (v.5.20):  pvd,  however,  by  rule 
L52,  includes  apyd,  for  which  is  quoted  apvdvatin  somavattm  (iv. 
2.6*) ;  I  have  noted  farther  only  iil3.11 ',  but  feel  less,  than  usual 
confidence  in  the  completeness  of  my  excerption.  For  rtd^  rtdyor 
vah  purd  ^nnam  akehan  (iL2.6*  :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word  of  the 
citation) :  there  are  more  than  twenty  such  cases  in  the  text,  for 
the  themes  rtdyu  (a  g.  i.4.6 :  but  rtayu  once,  iL2.12*),  rtdyant  (e.  g. 
iv.2.9^),  rtdvan  (e.  g.  13.14^)  and  its  feminine  rtdvari  (e.  g.  Ll. 
3),  rtdvrdh  (e.  g.  L4.5),  and  rtdsah  (iiL4.7' :  but  this  word  reads  in 
pada  as  in  sanihitd).  For  vayund,  vayundvid  eka  H  (L2.13*  and 
iv.l.P).  For  hrdayd,  hrdaydvidha^  cit  (i.4.46").  For  ayhd^ 
aghdyaco  md  gandharvo  vi^vdvasur  ddadhat  (i,2.9:  G.  M.  omit 
after  gandharvah) :  other  cases  of  aghdyu,3,Te  found  at  iiL3.ll  *: 
iv.1.103 ;  5.10* :v. 7.3 >;  and  of  aghdyant,  iL3.14>.  For  ukthd^ 
tdcthdmadihndm  dhenuh  (iL4.11^):  the  same  compound  occurs 
again  at  iiL3.2  *  and  v.6.8®,  and  ukthdyu  at  L4.1 2,  twice.  For  pwrf- 
dKcJ,  dpo  decth  ^dhdyuvah  (L3.82  and  vL3.8*). 

^T?j  gRF^TRT^:  II  ^  II 

3.  Also  indrd,  when  followed  by  vat,  van  and  vdn. 

One  example  is  quoted  by  the  commentator  for  each  of  the 
three  cases  enumerated :  indrdvathn  apacitun  ihd'*'*vaha  (v. 7.4': 
G.  M.  omit  after  apacitim),  indrdva/tto  marutah  (iv.7.14'),  and 
indrdvdnt  svdhd  (Ll.12) ;  and  I  have  noted  no  others.  As  counter- 
examples, he  quotes :  first,  to  show  that  not  every  long  d  is  to  be 
shortened  before  the  three  svllables  named,  Urndvantam  pnitha- 
mah  stda  yonim  (iiL5.11  > :  (r.  M.  give  only  the  first  two  words), 
a^ttra  prajdvdn  (iiLl.ll' :  but  B.  reads,  I  presume  only  by  an 

3.  indre  ^ty  amninn^  avagrahe  *rUyasvaro  vad  van  vdn  Uy 

evamparovibhdgehrasvamdpiidyate.  yathif:  ind- :  ind- .* 

ind- indre  Ui  kim:  Urn- ;  as- -P^^J- evampara 

Uikim:  ind- 

»aiLiiiiwfmL    'G-X. 
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error,  prcUdpavdn)^  and  prqjdvatir  anamivd  ayakshmdh  (i  1.1 :  but 
omitted  in  G.  M.) ;  second,  to  show  that  indrd  is  not  altered  except 
under  the  circumstances  specified,  indrdvarunayor  aham  (ii.6.122). 
This  last  is  a  case  in  whicn  no  vibhdga^  or  *  separation,'  would  be 
made  in  any  text  of  the  other  Vedas ;  but  the  TMttirlya  pada 
reads  indrdvarunayor  iti  ^ndrd-varunayohy  and  the  example  is 
therefore  to  the  purpose. 

4.  Also  citrd,  when  followed  by  v. 

The  illustrative  passage  cited  is  citrdvaso  svasti  te  pdram  a^tya 
(i.6.6*  and  7* :  G.  M.  omit  after  te).  As  counter-examples,  are 
given  mitrdvanmdv  eva  ^ii.1.7^  et  aL :  p.  mitrd'Varun4u)^  and 
citrdpilrnamdse  ctlksheran  (viL4.82) — the  former  to  show  the  neces- 
sity of  the  restriction  to  citrd^  the  latter,  of  the  restriction  to  se- 
quence by  a  V.  I  have  found  no  farther  instances  falling  under 
the  rule. 

«^P<MI?!.RlUllR(^V4l{|tf|cntri[^yic(lHMI- 

5.  Also  prasthd^  indriyd^  dravirid,  vigvadevydj  dirghd,  vtn/d, 
viqvd^  vdtdy  tvdj  bhangurd,  karnakd,  vrshniyd,  sugopd,  rksdmd, 
ogM,  satrd^  varshd^  puskpd,  megkd,  prd,  svd. 

For  each  of  these  words,  the  commentator  cites  a  single  example. 
For  prasthdy  prasthdvad  rathavdhanam  (iv.2.6®),  the  only  case. 
For  tndriyd^  indriydvate  pv/roddQam  (ii.2.7*) :  half  a  dozen  cases 
of  this  word  occur  in  the  text,  and  several  of  indriydvin  (e.  g.  L6.2* : 
ii.l.6^:vi.2.lO®);  the  latter  word,  however,  is  not  separated  in 
the  j^ac^-text.  For  dravindj  dravindvatah  kurute  (v.3.11*),  the 
only  case.  For  vifvadevyd,  vi^adevydvate  ^vdtrdh  (L4.1») :  the 
word  occurs  also  at  iv.1.6  *•*.  For  dirghd^  d/lrghddhiyo  rakshamdr 
ndh  (ill.  11*),  the  only  case.  For  viryd^  virydvantam  abhimdii- 
shdham  (l2.7) :  the  same  theme  is  found  in  other  passages,  as  are 
also  its  comparative,  vtrydvat4ara  (e.  g.  L7.6^),  and  superlative, 
vtrydvat4ama  (114.2*),  in  which  the  shortening  of  the  d  is  not  au- 
thorized by  the  Prati9&khya,  since,  in  the  division,  it  does  not 
stand  next  before  the  pause :  and  the  padortext  reads  accordingly. 
For  vi^vdj  vi^dmitr<uf/a  sUktam  bhavati  (v.  2. 3*** :  G,  M.  omit 

4.  dtrd  ity  aaminn^  ava^ahe  'ntyasvaro  vakdraparo*  vibhdge 

hrawam  dpadyate.    yathd*:  cit- citre  Hi  kim:  mitr- ; 

vapara  iti  kim :  citr- 

*  G.  IL  etamMtm,    '  G.  IL  vap-.    >  G.  M.  om. 
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the  last  word) :  the  same  word  occurs  in  other  passages  (iv.3.2* : 
v.2.32'*,10'*;  4.2^),  as  also  in  the  compound  vifvdmitrqjamadr 
agnt  (v. 4. 11^),  where,  as  the  division  is  vipvdmitra^amada^nty 
the  d  is  not  shortened ;  and  we  have  farther  the  themes  vigvdvasu 
(e.  g.  Ll.ll»),  viQvdvant  (iiL5.6^),  vi^vdrdj  (i.3.2*),  and  vi^dsah 
(i.4. 1 7 ;  p.  vi^Orsdham),  For  vdtd^  vdidvad  varshan  (ii4.7  * ),  the 
only  case.  For  tvd,  tvdvato  maghonah  (ii.2.12®;  p.  tvorvatah); 
the  Rik  padct-text  does  not  shorten  the  d  of  this  word.  For  b/uzn- 
gurd,  hhettdram  bhangurdvatah  (L5.6*  and  iv.1.2*).  For  karnc^ 
kdy  siXrmi  karnakdvaty  etayd  (i.6.7®  and  v.4.73 :  G.  M.  omit  the 
first  word,  W.  B.  the  last).  For  vrahniyd,  vrshniydvcUas  tava  (iii 
6.6*"^).  For  sugopd,  sa  sugopdtamo  janah  (iy,2Al' ;  p.  stigopor 
-tamah :  G.  M.  omit  the  first  word) :  the  Rik  pada  writes  surgopd- 
tamah.  For  rksdmd,  rksdmdbhydm  yajuahd  (L2.3*  and  iiLl.l*). 
For  aghd^  aghdpvdd  evdi  ^nam  antar  eti  bhUtam  (iii  1.7*  ;  p.  <ighar 
-gvdt:  G.  M.  omit  the  last  two  words) ;  the  Rik  and  Atharvan  pador 
texts  write  agha-a^va:  the  themes  aghdyu  (e.  g.  i.2.9>)  and  aghd- 
yant  (ii.3. 14  * )  are  also  found  in  the  Sanhita.  For  satrd,  satrdjitam 
dhanqjitam  (iv.l.l^;  p.  satrorjitam)  \  the  word  satrd  occurs  re- 
peatedly (e.  g.  16.12 1)  uncompounded,  and  maintains  its  long  final 
m  the  pada-texX  also.  For  varshd,  varshdhvdm  juhoti  (114.10^; 
p.  varsha-hvdm).  For  pushpd,  pushpdvatth  supippcUdh  (iv.1.4* 
and  v.l.5*°).  For  ineghd^  meghdycUe  svdhd  (vii5.11' ;  p.  meghor 
-yate;  in  the  same  division  occurs  also  meghdyishycUe,  winch  is  not 
divided:  meghayanti  is  found  at  iv.4.5*).  For  prd,  prdvanebhih 
8c0o8hasah  (iv.2.43;  p.  pra-vanebhih);  the  Rik  pad'a-text  writes 
tins  word  pravana^  without  separation :  other  words  beginning 
with  prd  SLTeprdsah  (e.  g.  i.3.14^ ;  ]^,  ])ra^itahd),  prd^nga  (ii.1.3**), 
prdsaca  (viL6.ll*;  not  divided  m  jooe^text),  prdkd^a  (i.8.18; 
also  not  divided),  and  prdvrta  (iv.6.2*  et  al. ;  also  not  diyided). 
And  for  «i?d,  svddhiyam  janayat  sUdayac  ca  (L3.14®  ;  p.  svadhi" 
yam) :  but  this  the  Rik  padortext  writes  surddhyam. 

6.  Also  ishtd,  after  loke  and  eva. 

The  commentator  cites  the  two  cases :  sam  amuahmin  loka  ish- 
tdpdrtena  (iii 3. 8^  twice:  G.  M.  omit  the  first  word),  and  sa  tv  eve 
^shfdpHrtt  (i7.33 ;  p.  ishta-pHrtt).  Then,  to  show  that  is/itd  after 
other  words  remains  unchanged,  he  quotes  prcUiidgrhy  enam  ish- 
tdpHrte  san  srjethdm  ay  am  ca  (iv.7.13* ;  p.  ie/itd^pUrte :  W.  B. 

5 ity  eteahv  avagraheshv  arUyasvaro  vibhdge  vyafija- 

naparo    hrasvam    dpadyate,      yathd:    praa- ;    indr- 

drav' :  vi^V' ;  dir- ;  vtr- ;  vipv- ;  vdt- 

tvd- ."  bhett- ;  sHr- ;  vrsh- ;  aa ;  rka- 

agh' .•    satr- .'    varsh- ;    pushp- ;    megh- 

prdv- :  8vd- 
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• 

omit  before  enam^  6.  M.  after  -pHrte) ;  and  the  same  mode  of  treat- 
ment is  followed  by  the  j^ar/a-text  at  v.  7. 7^,  which  is  the  only  other 
case  I  have  noted.  The  around  of  this  difference  does  not  appear. 
To  show,  further,  that  only  ishtd  shortens  its  d  in  the  defined  posi- 
tion, the  passage  adkshdd  eva prajdpataye  (v.  1.2^)  is  given. 

{^^'^^^•^^IL^^  ^r?T5R^:  II  b  II 

7.  Also  q<ikt%  ratht,  ivishi,  vdgi,  rdtr%  oshadh%  dhuti,  vyd- 
hrflf  svdhdkrtij  krdduni,  gaci,  cit%  qr(m%  prshtt,  picti,  abhi, 
carshaniy  pari,  adh%  pdr%  gatrdj  vishd,  vasH,  anH,  harvCi,  ^il, 
tnSAfl— all  these,  as  first  members  of  a  compound. 

To  the  passages  cited  by  the  commentator  I  add,  as  above, 
notice  of  other  cases  which  I  have  found  in  the  text.  For  ^aktt^ 
the  sole  instance  is  ^aJetivanto  gabhirdh  (iv.6.63).  For  rcUhty  rathi- 
tamdu  rcUhindm  {iy, 7. 15^),  For  tvisht^  saspinjardya  tmahimate 
pathtndm  (iv.6.2*:  W.  B.  omit  the  last  word,  G.  M.  the  first). 
For  vdfiy  te  vd^tmanta  ishminah  (ii.!.!!*  and  iv.2.11^:  G.  M. 
omit  the  last  word).  For  rdtrt^  rdtrthhir  a^uhhnan  (iL4.1'):  if 
there  are  other  cases,  I  have  failed  to  note  them.  For  oshadhty 
oshadMbhyo  vehatam  dlabheta  (iLl.53  :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word): 
I  have  noted  half  a  dozen  other  cases,  but  they  are  not  worth  re- 
porting. For  dhvMy  dhutibhir  anHydjeahu  (iL6.9*).  For  vydhrH^ 
etdbhir  vydhrttbhih  (Le.lO*  and  v.5.63).  For  svdhdkrtty  svdhdkrtt- 
bhyah  preshye  Hy  aha  {vL3.9* :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  two  words). 
For  hrddunLsvdhd  hrdduntbhyah  svdhd  (vii.4.13 :  G.  M.  omit  the 
first  word,  W.  B.  the  last).  For  ^ad^  vi^vd  rdpd  ^bhi  cashte  ^cu^ 
bhih  (iv.2.5***:  W.  B.  omit  before  cashte).  For  citty  dtibhydm 
updyan  (v. 7.6^).  For  ^ont,  fronibhyd^  svdhd  (viL3.16') :  anoth- 
er case  is  found  at  v.  7. 16.  For  prshtt^  W.  B.  give  prshttbhir  di- 
vam  (v.7.17),  but  G.  M.  read  prshtibhyah  svdhd  (vii.3.16*).  For 
pHtty  pHttgandhasyd  ^pahatydi  (ii.  2.2*).  For  abhf^  abhtvrto  ghrnt- 
vdh  cetati  tmand  (iiL6.ll  * :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  two  words) :  we 
have  also  abhishah  at  iL3.2^  (p.  ohhirsaM).  For  car^AanC,  mitror 
sya  carshanidhrtah  (iii.4.11^  and  iv.1.6^):  another  case  at  i.4.16. 
¥oT  pariy  viravantam  paftnasam  (ii2.12*;  p.  pari-nasam:  com- 
)are  rule  vii4).  For  adhty  adhtvdsam  yd  hiranydny  asmdi 
iv.6.9' :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word).  For  pdri^  pdrtnahyasye  "pc 
vL2.1>;  p.  pdri-nahycuya :  compare  rule  vii4).    P*or  patrtij  par 


I 


6.  lake:  eva:  ity  evampdrva  ishte  Hy  asmin^  grahane^  *fUy€h 

svaro  vibhdge  vyaf^anaparo  hrasvam  dpadyate,  yathd:  satn ; 

sa evampilrva  iti  kim:    prati ;  ishte  Hi  kim:  sdk- 

1  Qt.  IL  ddwmtfMk    '  G.  M.  avagrahe, 
vou  IX.  12 
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trdycUo  hantd  (i.6.5®  and  iv.2.l2).  For  vishU,  vishUvdn  vishilvan- 
tah  (vii4.3*) :  another  case  at  vii.4.8'.  For  vctstl,  aramatir  vcuH- 
mih  (iv.3.13®).  For  antJ,  arvdrddhd  nakshatram  (iv.4.10^);  we 
have  it  also  in  the  compounds  anHydja  (e.  g.  iL6.9^),  anHhandhya 
^e.  g.  iL2.9^),  anUkdpa  (e.  g.  v. 4.1*),  and  anUvrj  (v. 7.23).  In  the 
rarther  compound  of  the  first,  praydjdnHydja  (e.  g.  L7.1  * ;  p.  pra- 
ydjoranHyd^dn)^  the  shortening  is  not  authorized,  since  in  it  there  is 
no  division  after  anu.  AppeaUng  to  rule  L53  as  his  authority,  the 
commentator  adds,  as  contemplated  by  the  present  rule,  ananiX' 
ydjam  prdyantyam  (vi.1.53  ;  p.  anannrydjam).  For  JianH^  hanUr 
hhydn  svdkd  (viL3.16^).  For  «t?,  sHyavdsint  manave  yapasye 
(L2.13^) :  sHyavasa  occurs  more  than  once  (e.  g.  L7.6*»*).  For 
vibM^  vibhiZddvne  (iii.5.8,9*). 

The  commentator  notes  that  the  specification  at  the  end  of  this 
rule  defines  the  whole  mass  of  words  thus  far  enimierated  as  col- 
lectively avagraha  (i.49), '  first  members  of  compounds.* 

8.  Also  avd^  sacasvd,  nudd^  mrdd,  vardhd,  gikshd,  rakshd, 
adyd^  bhavd,  bhajd,  yatrd,  cardy  pibdj  nd,  dhdmdj  dhdrayd, 
dharshdy  ghd,  vardhayd,  bodJid^  atrd^  tatrd^  muficdy  dgvasyd, 
prnasvdy  hi  shthd,  tvarh  tard,  janishvd,  yukshvdj  achd. 

Henceforth  we  have  to  do  only  with  independent  words,  the  cate- 
gory of  avagrahas^  or  former  members  of  compounds,  having  been 
exhausted  by  the  foregoing  rules.  There  is  cited  in  illustra- 
tion, for  avdy  avd  no  devyd  Icrpd  (iv.1.4*).  For  saccuvdy  aacasvd 
nah  avaataye  (L6.6*).  For  nudd,  pra  nitdd  nah  sapatndn  (iv.3.12 * 
thrice,  and  v.3.6').  For  mrdd^  W.  B.  give  mrddj<xritre(\Y,b,\(i^)y 
but  G.  M.  read  mrdd  no  rudra  (iv.S.lO*)  :  I  have  noted  no  other 
case.     For  varcUidy  vardhd  no  amavac  chavah  (iL6.ll*).     For  pijfc- 

7 Uy  eteshv  avagraheahv^  antyaavaro  vibhdge  vyaftja- 

naparo  hrcuvam  dpadyate,  yathd:  pak- ;  rathr ;  aa- ; 

te ;   rd- ;    oahr ;   dA- ;   et- ;  avd- ;   avd- 

hd ;   vi^ ;   cit- ;   pro- ;   prah- :  pHt- ; 

abhr ;  mitr' ;  vir- :  adh- :  pdr- ;  patr- .• 

viaAr ;  ar- :  anil- ;  ankdrddica*  (L63)  Uivacandd^ 

anaf^ ity  eUid^  ttddhararMmbhavcUi:  han- ;  aHy- : 

vibAr ;  Ujf  avc^aha  Uy  anena  prakdreno  ^ktih*  padaaani' 

*a.  K.  om.    *  G.  K.  9A»r6L    «  G.  M.  ins.  apy.    •  Or.  M.  'kkik. 
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ahdy  ^ikshd  no  cumin  puruhUta  ydmani  (viL6.7* :  W.  B.  omit  the 
last  two  words) :  it  is  found  again  at  iy.6.2^.  For  rakshd^  rakshd 
ca  no  adhi  ca  deva  hrHhi  (iy.5.10^  and  viL5.24;  G.  M.  omit  the 
last  two  words) :  the  form  occurs  also  at  ii.d.l4i.  I  have  pointed 
out  in  the  note  to  the  first  rule  of  the  chapter  that  a  passage 
(i4.24)  in  >irhich  raJcahd  appears  as  euphonic  alteration  of  rakshdh 
before  a  sonant  consonant  ought  to  be  somehow  excepted  here. 
For  iidyd^  adyd  devdn  jushtatamah  (iy.6.7^):  also  at  iil.ll^: 
iiL4.1l2:iv.6.2®.  For  bhavdl  bhavd  pdyur  vi^o  aayd  adabdhdh 
(L2.141 ;  Q.^  ])£  oYjolt  the  last  two  words):  other  cases  are  not  in- 
frequent; see  11.14* ;  4.32:  iii2.63 ;  4.10 > :  iv.l.V* ;  2.5 1,7* ;  4.4^ ;  and 
likewise  ii6.12^,  where  hhavd^  standing  at  the  end  of  the  first  divi- 
sion of  the  anuvdka^  is  situated  vibhdge,  and  loses  its  d  even  in 
the  sa^hhitd'text  For  bhqjd^  d  gomati  vrqje  hhqjd  tvarh  nah 
(l6.12*  :  W.  B.  begin  at  vrc0e) :  another  case  at  iii  3. 9*.  For  yor 
trdy  yatrd  naro  marutah  (iii.l.ll8) :  other  cases  at  iv,4.4' ;  6.6*,7^. 
For  card^  pra  card  soma  durydn  (i.2. 10').  For  pihd^  pihd  somam 
indra  mandatu  (ii.4.143  :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word) :  another  case 
at  14.19.  For  nd,  ripavo  nd  ha  debhtih  (i.2. 14*"®):  in  connection 
with  this  word,  the  commentator  runs  off  into  a  lengthy  discus- 
sion, which  I  defer  to  the  end  of  the  note.  For  dhdmdy  dhdmd  ha 
yat  te  ajara  (iii  1.11®) :  we  haye  dhdma,  plural,  in  aamhitd  also,  at 
iv.6.5*;  7.13*.  For  dhdrayd^  hrhaspate  dhdrayd  vasHni  (L3.7* 
and  yi3.6"):  other  cases  at  iy.l.5*,7^.  For  dharshd^  W.  B.  haye 
dharshd  mdnuahdn  adhhyah  (L3.8 '),  but  G.  M.,  dharahd  mdnuahdn 
Hi  ni  yunaJcti  (yL3.63).  For  ^Ad,  uta  vd  ghd  sydldt  (11.14'): 
there  is  another  case,  if  my  manuscript  reads  correctly,  at  iiL4,l  1®. 
For  vardhayd^  tarn  agne  vardhayd  tvam  (iv.6.3'):  other  cases 
are  at  L5.6*:  iy.2.4*;  7.13*.  For  bodhdj  hodhd  no  asya  vacaso 
yavishtJia  (iy.2.3* :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  two  words).  For  atrd^ 
atrd  te  rUpam  (iv.6.7®):  other  cases  are  at  iy.6.7*,8*.  For 
tcUrd^  tcUrd  ratha/n  upa  jpagmam  (iy.6.6®).  For  muhcd^pra  mufir 
cd  svastaye  (iiL2.8^) :  again  at  iy.7.15^.  For  a^vasyd^  ekas  tvashr 
fur  a^asyd  vipaatd  (iy.6.93).  For  prnasvdy  sapta  yontr  d  prna- 
svd  ghrtena  (15.3^  and  iy.6.5*).  For  sthd  after  At,  dpo  hi  shthd 
mayobhuvah  (iv.1.6':  y.6.1*:  yiL4.19*);  and,  as  counter-example, 
to  show  that  the  correption  takes  place  only  after  hi,  pratishthd  vd 
ekavin^ah  (v. 2.3®  et  at).  For  tard  after  tvam,  agne  tvam  tard 
mrdhah  (iv.1.9^),  with  the  counter-example  antaratard  taptavrato 
bhavati  (vi2.2^  :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word).     For  janishvd,  jani- 

8 *  eteshv  anavagraheahv  antyasvaro  vibhdge  vyafijana- 

paro  hrasvam  dpadyaie,    yathd:  avd ;  sac- .•  pra ; 

mr- ;   var- ;  piksJir ;  rak- ;  adyd ;    bhav- 

;  d  go- ;  yat- :  pra :  pibd ;  rip- api 

vikrtam   (i61)   apy  akdrddi  (i.52)   iti  dvdbhydm*   vacand- 

bhydm  prdr ity  air  a  hrasvdde^ah  kith  na  sydt:  mdi  ^vam: 

api  vikrtam  (l51)  iti  vacanam  kanthoktapadavishayam*  na  tv 
akdrddipadavishayam\'  prdnd  *  ity  a$yd  ^py  akdrdditvdn  nd 
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ahvd  hi  jenyo  agne  (iv.1.3*  and  v.1.4*:  G.  M.  omit  (zgne).  For 
yukshvdy  yukshvd  hi  devahHtamdn  (iL6.11^  et  aL):  other  cases  at 
iv. 2. 9  * :  V. 5. 3  *  •* .  For  achd^  achd  naJcshi  dyumattamah  {i5 .6  '  and 
iv.4.48):  other  cases  at  17.10^:  112.128;  6.11  »:iv.2.42' twice;  44a 
(if  my  MS.  is  correct;  the  Rik  reads  acAa);  6.1^;6.'7*:  but  the 
compound  achdvdka  (viil.5^)  is  left  undiyided  and  unchanged. 

The  occasion  of  the  commentator's  delay  and  discussion  over 
the  word  nd  is  given  by  the  fact  that  the  padorteisX  of  the  Taitti- 
riya  Sanhita  (unlike  that  of  the  Rik  and  Atharvan :  see  note  to 
Ath.  Pr.  iv.39)  divides  the  word  prdndh  thus :  prorandh.  Hence, 
when  we  read  in  the  Sanhita,  as  in  the  passage  which  he  quotes, 
ptdnd  vd  an^vah  (vL4.4*  :  W.  B.  read  simply  prdnd  vdi^  which 
occurs  in  various  other  places;  e.  g.  v.3.8*J,  ne  fears  that,  having 
this  division  in  mind,  we  shall  be  misled  mto  believing  that  the 
specification  nd  of  the  present  rule  applies  to  prdnd^  because  we 
are  taught  in  the  first  chapter  (L51,52)  that  a  word  cited  in  any 
rule  comes  equally  under  that  rule  when  phonetically  altered,  or 
preceded  by  a.  He  sets  aside  this  difficulty,  however,  by  the  arbi- 
trary dictum  that  it  is  not  permitted  to  vary  the  same  word  in 
both  ways  at  once — ^that  we  may  accept  the  altered  form  only  of  a 
vocable  which  is  actually  quoted  entire,  not  of  one  made  by  the 
prefixion  of  an  a  to  one  so  quoted :  hence,  he  infers,  the  present 
rule  does  not  apply  to  [the  and  of]  prdndj  as  it  begins  with  a. 
But  a  further  objection  is  interposed :  in  that  case,  why  does  it 
not  apply  to  the  part  and  of  the  compound,  in  which  is  no  altered 
n  f  He  replies,  because  of  the  absence  of  a  long  vowel  in  aamhi- 
idy  in  a  word  wearing  this  form— or,  as  would  seem  a  better 
statement,  because  of  the  absence  of  any  such  word  in  samhitd  as 
and  (for  andh)  with  a  long  vowel  as  its  final  The  second  objec- 
tion, in  fact,  IS  a  wholly  futile  one,  scarcely  worth  the  trouble  of 
bringing  up  and  setting  aside.  The  original  difficulty  is  one  grow- 
ing out  of  the  extension  of  the  leading  rule  in  the  chapter  to  cases 
of  final  d  in  samhitd  where  a  visarfantya  has  been  lost  after  it 
(see  note  to  rule  1).  The  answer  has  a  somewhat  quibbling  aspect, 
but  the  rule  of  interpretation  which  it  involves  is  in  accordance 
with  that  adopted  in  one  or  two  analogous  cases  elsewhere. 

?p-n1&m^  H  ^  II 

9.  Also  adhd,  in  agni  and  ydjyd  passages. 

^yam  vidhih,    tarhi  vikrtatvdbhdvdd^  and  ity  asy^  ^^ygdn^a^ya* 

kith  na  sydd  ayam  vidhih,   evamrtipaaya  samhitdyd^h  dirghdhhd- 

vdt,    dhdr ;  brlir :  dhar- .•  uta ;  tarn ;  bo- 

dhd ;    atrd ;    tat- ;    pra ;    ek- ;    sap- ; 

dpo ;    ht  Hi  kim:    pror ;    agne ;    tvam   iti  kim: 

ant- :  jan- .•  yuk- ;  achd 

»  G.  M.  ins.  t(y.    *  G.  M.  om.    >  W. -A^-;  B.  om.  i^cuia.    *B.om.padaL    »  W. 
ina.  vd,    •  G.  M.  vdihttaayd  'hK-.    '  B.  G.  M.  om.    ^  b.  G.  M.  -ydf. 
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The  commentator's  first  care  is  to  define  what  parts  of  the  San- 
hit^  are  styled  ctgni  and  y6jyd.  The  former  name,  he  says,  desig- 
nates those  mantras  which  celebrate  Agni — namely,  the  fourtn 
kdnda  :  by  the  latter  are  intended  the  concluding  anuvdkas,  or  sec- 
tions, of  every  pragna^  or  chapter,  from  the  beginning  of  the  San- 
hit&  to  the  third  prapna  of  the  fourth  kdnda,  inclusive ;  and,  be- 
sides, the  eleventh  anuodka  oipra^na  six,  kdnda  two  (L  e.  i.1.14; 
2.14;  3.14;  4.46;  6.11;  6.12;  7.13;  8.22:  iil.ll;  2.12;  3.14;  4.14;  6.12; 
6.11,12:  iiLl.ll;  2.11;  3.11;  4.11;  6.11:  iv.1.11;  2.11;  3.13— in  all, 
twenty-three  anuvdkas).  The  name  agni  does  not  occur  again: 
the  ydjyds  are  the  subject  of  further  prescription  below,  in  rules 
iiill,ix.20,  xi3.  The  compound  agniydjya  (neuter  singular)  is 
justified  by  a  simple  reference  to  Panini's  rule  (ii.2.29)  defining 
a  copulative  compound. 

The  passages  cited  in  illustration  of  the  rule  are  adh6,  hy  ague 
kratoh  (iv.4.4^),  adhd  ca  nah  ^rma  ya^ha  dvibarhdh  (iv.e.lO^ : 
6.  M.  omit  the  last  word),  adhd  te  sumnam  tmahe  (ii.6.11^),  and 
adhd  yathd  nah  pitarah  (iL6.12* :  W.  B.  omit  the  last  word) :  I 
have  noted  no  other  cases.  As  counter-example,  to  show  the  ne- 
cessity of  the  restriction  imposed  in  the  rule,  is  quoted  adh/i  me  Hi 
tad  vishnave'ti prdy achat  (ii.4,12* :  W.  B.  omit  prdy achat),  where 
adhd  stands  for  adhdh:  see,  for  the  bearing  of  the  exception,  the 
note  upon  the  introductory  rule  of  the  chapter. 

10.  Also  kutrd,  dakshinendj  svend,  hantand,  jagdmd,  ru- 
hemdj  vidmd,  rdhydmd,  cakrmd,  kshdmd,  starimd,  bharemd, 
varstiayathd,  trayathd,  drithd,  pdthd,  athd,  sificathd,  janayathA, 
jayaJtd,  vkshaid^  avatd,  ydtd,  ^nutd,  krnutd,  bibhrtd. 

The  commentator's  illustrative  passages  are:  for  kutrd,  kutrd 
cid  yaaya  samrtdu  (iLl.ll ^  :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word).    For  dak- 

9.  agnig  ca  y(3^yd  cd  ^gniy^yam^:  tasmin*:  cd  ^rthe  dvandva 

iti^  samdsah.    agnir  ity  agniprakd^kamantrd*  lakshyante:  ca- 

turthakdnda  ity  arthah:  ubhd  vdm  indrdgnt  (i.1.14*)  />ra- 

hhrty  agnir  vrtrdni  (iv.3.13*)  paryantdh  prapnottamdnuvdkd 

ydjydsamjfid  bhavanti  yukshvd  hi  (ii.6.11>)  ity  anuvdka^  ca, 

^atra  vishaye*  *dhe  Hy  asmin*  grahane  'ntyaavaro  vibhdge'  vyafija- 

naparo  hrasvam  dpadyate*  yathd:  adhd  hy :  adhd  ca ; 

adhd  te ;  adhd  y- agniydjya  iti  kim :  adhd  mr 

^  a.  M.  -jyt.  *  G.  M.  •%.  >  G.  M.  om.  «  B.  'taimem',  <*>  G.  M.  om.  *  G.  M. 
eiatmm.    ^  G.  M.  om. 
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shin^ndy  dakshinend  vasHni  patih  HndhUndm  asi  (iii. 4.11^  :  6.  M. 
omit  after  vasHni).  For  avend^  avend  hi  vrtra^  ^vasd  jaghatUha 
{viL4.16 :  B.  omits  the  last  word;  G.  M.  the  last  two).  For  han- 
tand,  tapasd  harUand  tarn  (iv.  3.13*).  For  jagdmdy  d  jagdrnd  para- 
sudh  (L6.12^).  For  runemdy  curavantim  d  ruhemd  svastaye 
(l5.11^).  For  vidmdj  vidmd  te  ague  tredhd  traydni  vidmd  te 
(iv.2.2* :  G.  M.  stop  at  ayne,  thus  instancing  only  one  of  the  two 
cases;  there  are  two  more  in  the  same  verse):  also  at  L7.13^: 
iL6.ll*.  For  rdhydmd^rdhydmd  taohdih  {\yA.V).  For  cakrmdy 
caJcrmd  hoc  cand  ^^gah  {iv.7.16®):  other  cases  at  i.8.8:  ii6.12*: 
iv.l.ll';6.8*.  For  kshdmd^  kshdmd  rerihad  virudhcth  (L3.14*: 
iv.2.1*,2*:  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word):  other  cases  at  iL6.12*: 
iv.7.123.  For  startmdj  aushtartmd  juahdnd  ivA.\\^)\  here  the 
application  of  rule  i.61  becomes  necessary.  For  bharemdy  anho- 
mucepra  bharemd  mantshdm  (i.6.12*  :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word). 
For  varshayathd,  yHyam  vrshtim  varshayathd purishiruzh  (iL4.8^  : 
W.  B.  omit  the  first  word).  For  traycUhdy  ltd  frayathd  marutah 
(iL4.82).  For  drithdy  yoner  uddrithd  yqje  tarn  jfiv.6.6*).  For 
pdthd^  kshaye  pdthd  divo  vimahasah  (iv.2.11*).  For  athdy  athd 
somasya  prayatt  yuvahhydm  (11.14* :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word) : 
other  cases  are  numerous,  namely  Ll.13'  twice;  6.6^,11^;  6.4* 
twice;  7J3*:ii3.143;6.122:iiLl.ll2;4.il6:iv.2.1*,4*,68,6>»2;6.3* 
twice;  7.13*  ;  and,  as  I  doubt  not,  at  the  end  of  iii. 2. 11*,  where, 
however,  tfie  present  samhitd-tent  reads  atha,  because  the 
word  stands  viohdge.  For  aificathdy  yaird  naro  martUah  aiftcor 
thd  madhu  (iiLl.ll®).  For  janayathd,  dpo  janayathd  ca  nah 
(iv.1.5 » :  v.6.1* :  vii.4.19*).  For  jayatd^  upa  pre  ^ta  jayatd  nara 
sthirdh  (iv.6.4* :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word).  For  ukahatd^  d 
ghrtam  ukahatd  madhuvarnam  (iv.3.13®).  For  avatd,  asmdfi  u 
devd  avatd  haveshu  (iv.6.4*) :  another  case  at  iv.2.6®.  For  ydtd,, 
devd  rathdir  ydtd  biranyaydih  (iv.7.12':  G,  M.  omit  the  first 
word).  For  ^nutd,  mariUcth  grnutd  havam  (iv.2.1l2).  For  krnu- 
'tdy  sarhvatsardya  krnutd  brhan  namah  (v. 7. 2*).  Finally,  for 
bibhrtdy  mdte  ^va  putram  bibhrtd  av  enam  (iv.2.3*  :  W.  B.  begin  at 
putram), 

11.  Also  bJiaratdj  in  ydjyd  passages. 

10 ity^    eteshv    anavagraheahv*    antyasvaro    vibhdge 

vyafljanaparo    hrasvam    dpadyate.     yothd:    kutrd ;    da- 

ksh- .•  svend .•  tap- :  dj- :  asr- :  vidmd....: 

rdhy- ;  cakr- ;  kshd- ;  sushf- ;  anhr :  yH- 

yam ;    tid .•  yoner ;    kshaye .•   athd ;  yor 

trd ;    dpo ;  upa .•  d ;   asmdn .•  devd .• 

m^ar- ;  sam- ;  md- 

*  G.  M.  om.    '  W.  WMQ-;  G.  M.  om. 
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Which  are  the  sections  called  ydjyd  has  been  pointed  out  above, 
under  rule  9. 

The  cited  passages  are:  hharatd  vcuuvittamam  {uL5.ll*),  bha- 
ratd  jdtavedasam  (iiiS.ll'),  and  pHrvyam  vaco  'gnaye  hharatd 
brhat  (iiL2.11' :  G.  M.  omit  the  first  two  words),  which  are  all 
that  the  text  contains.  As  counter-example,  to  show  the  necessity 
of  restricting  the  change  to  ydjyd  passages,  is  quoted  esha  vo  hha- 
ratd rdjd  (i.8.10^,122T,  where  hharatd  stands  for  hharatdh,  K 
the  text  contained  a  hharatd  as  instrumental  of  the  participle  hha- 
rant^  it  would  come  more  properly  under  the  action  of  the  rule, 
and  would  have  better  right  to  be  specifically  excluded;  but  I 
have  not  found  such  a  form  anywhere.  Respecting  hharatd  as 
standing  in  samhitd  for  hharatdh,  see  what  is  said  in  the  note  to 
the  first  rule  of  this  chapter. 

*lrlWo|HH<HH(HIHyHH^HNNHIHyHI^- 
^sUfriyi^HI  II  ^t^  II 

12.  Also  attd,  bhavatdj  anadatd,  taratd,  tapatd,  juhutd,  vo- 
catdj  amuHcatd,  crtd,  ghzLshyd,  janayd,  vartayd,  sddayd,  pdraydj 
dtydj  hardj  bhard,  apd,  sasddd,  srjd,  tishthd,  and  yend. 

The  cited  passages  are:  for  attd,  attd  havtfishi  (116.12^ J.  For 
bhavatd,  dditydso  hhavatd  mrdayantah  (i.4.22  and  ill.  11*).  For 
anadatdy  aamprayatir  ahdv  anadatd  hate  (v.G.l*  :  W.  B.  omit  the 
first  word^.  For  taratd,  guvo  ruhdnds  taratd  rajdnsi  (iiL6.42  :  G. 
M.  omit  tne  first  word).  For  tapatd,  gharmam  na  sdmam  tapatd 
iuvrkiibhih  (L6.12* :  W.  B.  O.  [O.  begins  in  the  comment  to  this 
rule]  omit  before  tapatd).  For  jt4hutd,pitrejuhutd  vi^vakarmane 
(iv.6.2®).  For  vocatd,  vipve  devdso  adhi  vocatd  me  (iv.7.142  :  G. 
M.  omit  to  adhi).  For  amuficatd,  padi  shitdm  amuncatd  yaja- 
trdh  (iv.7.15^).  For  crtdy  ayasmayam  vi  crtd  handham  etam 
(iv.2.o3).  For  ghushyd,  parushparur  anu  ghus/tyd  vi^asta 
(iv.6.9^).  For  janayd,  manur  hhava  janayd  ddivyarh  janam 
(iii.4.2^,3^).  For  vartayd,  tdhhir  d  vartayd punah  (iii.3.10>).  For 
$ddayd,  sddayd  yqjrian  st^tasya  yondu  (iil5.il*  and  iv.1.3^). 
For  pdraydy  agne  tvam  pdrayd  navyo  asmdn  (il.l4*  :  all  but  W. 
omit  the  last  word).  For  dtyd,  hrhaspate  pari  dtyd  rathena 
(iv.6.4*"*  :  the  text  reads  dtya,  as  the  word  stands  before  the  divi- 
sion between  the  first  and  second  fifty  of  the  section):  another 
case  is  iiLl.ll®.     For  hard,  inhdram  in  ni  me  hard  nihdram 

11.  hharatd    ity    asmin^    grahane*    'ntyasvaro    ydjydviehaye* 

vibhdge  vyatijanaparo  hraavam  dpadyate.    yathd:  hhar- ; 

bhar- :  pHr- ydjydav  iti  him :  esha 

*  G.  U.  etaamm,  '  B.  avagraheahv.  '  G.  M.  yd^'ydydmj  and  put  before  the  pre- 
ceding word. 
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(L8.41).  YoT  bhardy  md  no  raardMr  d  bhard  dadhi  tan  nah  pra 
ddpiishe  (L7.13^:  O.  omits  after  bhard;  B.  G.  M.  after  datmi): 
there  is  no  other  case,  bhard  at  Ld.l4^  in  the  Calcutta  edition  being 
an  erratum.  For  apd^  duro  na  vdjan  ^rutyd  apd  vrdhi  {iL2.12*  : 
W.  B.  omit  the  first  two  words).  For  sasddd^  agnir  hotd  ni  sha- 
sddd  yajiydn  (L3.14'  and  iv.1.3* :  G.  M..omit  the  first  word^: 
there  is  another  case  at  iy.6.2>,  requiring,  like  the  others,  the  appli- 
cation of  rule  i.51.  For  srjd^  sgd  vrahtim  divah  (11. 4.8^,103) : 
there  are  other  cases  at  iL4.8^:iii.6.6^,10':  iv.1.8^.  For  tiahthd^ 
tishthd  devo  na  savitd  (iv.l.42) :  other  cases  at  iiLl.4' :  v.2.1*,  and 
perhaps  also  at  iv.1.23,  where  the  word  ends  a  division  of  the  anu- 
vdka.    For  yend,  yend  sahasram  vahaai  (iv.V.lS*  and  v. 7.7*). 

ii^HHl*Ml^tilHjylM<l  II  ^^  II 

13.  Also  ugrruis%  krayi,  krdh%  gntdht,  and  yadt. 

The  quoted  examples  for  these  words,  being  the  only  ones  which 
the  text  contains,  are  as  follows.  For  u^mcuitj  te  te  dhdmdny 
u^maai  gamadhye  (13.6***  :  W.  B.  O.  omit  the  first  three  words)  ; 
here,  as  upmost  stands  at  the  end  of  a  division,  or  vibhdge^  its  i  is 
short  in  the  accepted  text.  For  krayt^  rudra  yaJb  te  krayi  parath 
ndma  (18.14*).  For  krdhi^  krdht  sv  aamdn  aditeh  (iv.7.16^  :  W. 
B.  O.  omit  the  last  word).  For  ^rudhty  imam  me  varuna  grudM 
havam  (ii.1.11®).     For  yadiy  yadi  bhUmimjanayan  {iv.6.2*). 

RTFrfwr^TS:  II  \d  II 

14  Also  sA,  tii^  nd,  mithA,  maJcshU,  and  (L 

The  cited  passages  are  as  follows:  for  att,  mo  shU  na  indra 
(L8.3).  ¥or  tHy  d  tH  na  upa  gantana  (i.6.11*"*):  there  are  two 
other  cases,  17.13^:11.2.12^,  both  after. <l.  For  nHy  etapasya  nH 
rane  (iv.6.1*).  For  mithH,  gdtrdny  asind  mithH  kah  (iv.6.9*  :  G. 
M.  omit  the  first  word).  For  makahU,  makshU  devavato  rathah 
(L  8.22  3).     For  <i,  a  part  of  the  manuscripts  give  two  examples, 

12 eteahv  anavagraheehv^  antycuvaro  "  vibhdge  vyatl- 

janaparo  hrasvam  dpadyate,  yathd :  attd :  dd- :8a mp r- 

;  suvo ;  ghar- ;  pitre ;  vi^ve :  padi ; 

ayas- ;  par- ;  man- .•  tdbh- ;  sdd- .*   agne 

;    brhr ;    nih- .'    md ;    duro ;    agnir ; 

srjd ;  tishr ;  yend 

*  W.  av' ;  G.  M.  gvahaneshu.    *  0.  begins  here. 

18 ity^   eteshv*    anavagraheshv*    antyaavaro    vibhdge 

vyaif janaparo  hrasvam  dpadyate,    yathd:  te ;  rudra ; 

krdht .•  imam ;  yadt 

»  O.  M.  om.    «  G.  M.  eshv.    «  W.  av-;  G.  M.  om. 
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asmdhhir  H  nu pratiedkshyd  'ftA<^i4.33:  wanting  in  G.  M.),  and 
iXrdhva  H  shu  na  tUaye  (iv.1.4^  :  W.  B.  O.  omit  the  first  word,  G. 
M.  the  last):  other  cases  are  found  at  i.5.11^:ii5.12^:iii5.10i: 
iv.l.lO«;6.5«:v.L63:viLl.l8a;  6.172. 

53?^   4IH^<It|1    slij[JHc<r*^*^G|frl  II  ^M.  II 

15.  Also  dfij  when  unaccented,  and  preceded  by  m  or  ut,  in 
a  word  containing  no  spirant 

This  rule  applies  simply  to  the  compomids  vydna  and  tiddnay  in 
which  the  long  d  of  the  radical  syllable  is  treated  by  the  pador 
text  as  the  e&ct  of  an  irregular  prolongation.  The  words  are 
instanced  by  the  commentator  in  their  fdlTjoo^^fonn,  vydndye  Hi 
VP<indya  (iiL5.8  et  aL),  and  uddndye  Hy  ut-andya  (iy.2.9i  et  aL). 
In  the  same  manner,  prdndya  and  apdndya  are  divided  into  pror 
•andya  and  aporandya.  As  regards  the  treatment  of  this  group  of 
compounds,  the  different2>ac2a-texts  are  somewhat  inconsistent  and 
somewhat  conflicting,  llie  Atharvan  pada  (see  Ath.  Pr.  iy.39) 
divides  vi-dna  and  sam-dna^  without  correption  of  the  radical  d^ 
but  leaves  prdna  and  apdna  undivided.  The  Rik  pada  does  not 
dividejprclna ;  I  do  not  know  that  any  of  the  others  are  Rik  words. 
The  White  Yajus,  again(Y&j.  Pr.  v.33,36),  divides  apordna  and  sam- 
-dfMj  but  not  prdna.  The  consistency  of  the  Taittirlya  pdkhinah 
is  to  be  commended ;  less,  perhaps,  their  assumption  that  the  d  of 
dna  is  a  mere  Yedic  irregularity,  requiring  restoration  to  a  cor- 
recter  fonn.  They  also,  it  may  be  remainsed,  divide  prdnatha- 
(iv.1.4*)  into  pra-cnMUha. 

The  commentator  goes  on  to  cite  counter-examples,  proving  the 
necessity  of  the  restrictions  imposed  by  the  rule.  To  show  that 
dn  is  to  be  shortened  only  after  vi  and  lU^  he  fives  ycui  dnrcua 
tene  ^yam  (vii3.13 :  W.  B.  O.  omit  the  last  word),  BJid  parydntyd 
havaniyaaya  (viLl.6*).  To  show  that  only  dn,  not  d  followed  Dy 
any  other  consonant,  is  shortened,  he  quotes  y(id  rukmarh  vydghd- 
rayati  (v.2.7*),  and  luidddya  prthivfth  jtraddniih  (11.9^:  G.  M. 
omit  the  last  word).  To  show  that  the  dn  must  not  be  accented, 
he  gives  vi^dkarmd  vyd'nat  (iv.2.10*),  and  nishfah  pdtntm  udd'- 
naya  (vi5.8*).  Finally,  to  show  that  the  presence  of  a  spirant  in 
the  word  prevents  the  correption,  we  have  pathd  madhar  dhdrd 
vydna^uh  (v.7.7^ :  all  but  W.  omit  the  first  word),  and  i$d  dnishur 
mahtr  iti  {y.Q.l^). 

The  question  is  now  in  point,  how  complete  is  this  rehearsal  of 
the  cases  of  prolonged  vowels  occurring  in  the  Sanhitsl ;  or,  how 
closely  does  the  packhtext  which  it  assxmies  correspond  with  that 

14 Uy^  eieshv*    anavaffraheshv*    antyasvaro    vibhdge 

vyafijanaparo    hra^am    dpadyate.     ycUhd:    mo ;     d ; 

eta- .'  ffd- ;  mal> .'  asm- ;  Urdhva 

>  a.  IL  om.    *  G.  IL  ethv.    >  W.  ov-;  G.  M.  om. 
VOL.  IX.  13 
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found  in  the  existing  joaelo-manascripts  ?  As  regards  the  latter 
point,  I  am  unable  to  speak  with  certainty,  of  course,  without  the 
possession  of  a  joo^i^manuscript,  and  its  careful  examination 
throughout;  but^so  much  as  this  I  can  say — ^that,  having  referred 
a  liberal  selection  of  the  most  questionable  cases  to  Dr.  Haug  at 
Munich,  for  verification  in  his  />adla-texts,  no  instance  of  a  discord- 
ance between  these  and  the  Pratic&khya  has  come  to  light  Among 
the  cases  referred  were  several  m  regard  to  which  I  was  before- 
hand very  confident  that  I  had  caught  the  authors  of  the  Pr&ti9a- 
khya  in  fault.  Thus  ycijd^  in  the  refrain  yqjd  nv  indra  te  hart 
(L8.6*»2),  ^liich  is  shortened  to  yqja  in  the  jE>a<ia-t^xts  both  of  the 
Rik  (by  Rik  Pr.  vil7)  and  the  mite  Yajus  (by  Vaj.  Pr.  iiLloe), 
remains  ycjd  in  that  of  our  Sanhit4.  Again,  eva  occurs  six  times 
in  our  text  with  its  final  len^hened  (viz.  at  L8.22':iLl.ll*: 
iv.2.9* ;  3.13*;  7.16^:  v.2.8^),  as  it  does  also  not  infrequently  in 
the  other  Vedic  texts  (as  noticed  and  provided  for  in  their  Pr^tica- 
khyas:  see  Rik  Pr.  viLl2,19;viii.20:  Vaj.  Pr.  iiLl23:  Ath.  Pr. 
iiL  16,  note,  Ll.e.) :  but  the  T^ttirtya  pada  reads  in  each  case  evd. 
Once  more,  in  the  passage  tava  dharmd  yuyopima  (Rig-Veda 
viiBO.S ;  Ath.  Veda  vL61.3;  Taitt.  Sanh.  iiL 4.11®),  the  pa£irtext& 
of  the  Rik  and  Atharvan  read  dharma  (I  do  not  find  that  the  case 
is  noted  in  the  Rik  Pr. ;  in  the  Ath.  "Fr,  it  would  fall  under  the 
comprehensive  rule  iiL  16),  while  that  of  our  Sanhit4  has  dharmd^ 
like  the  samhitd-reskdrng. 

I  will  add,  as  received  from  the  same  quarter,  a  few  words  res- 
pecting which  a  question  might  naturally  arise  as  to  how  they 
were  treated  in  the  pcuia-text  Separated,  without  correption  of 
the  long  vowel  at  the  end  of  their  first  member,  are  tUtard-vcU 

iv.4.8^),  sahasd-van  (L6.12®),  malmcUdrhhavant  (L4.34),  vrahdrkapi 
L7,13^),  such  copulative  compounds  as  indrd-varunayoh  (iL6.122) 
and  agndrviahnU  (Ll.12),  and  ilrndrmradas  (Ll.ll* :  while,  never- 
theless, we  have  iXrna^mradaa  at  L2.2^,  the  joodo-reading  agreeing 
in  both  cases  with  that  of  the  samhitd :  where  the  Calcutta  edi- 
tion gets  its  authority  for  reading  iXrndmmradas  and  Urnarhfnra" 
das  is  more  than  I  can  imagine). 

15.  vi  ^ty  evampHrva  tUpUrvo  vd  "n  Uy  esha  *  svaro  'nuddtto 
'nHshmavaty^  UshmarahUe  pade  vartamdno  vyafljanaparah  paddr 
ddu  vartamdnatvdt  pHrvapadena^  vibhdge  aati  hratmam  dpadyate. 
yathd:   vydndye  Hi   vi-andya:   uddndye   Hy  ut-andya. 

evampHrva  Hi  kitn:  yad :  pary- ;  nakdrah  kimarthah: 

yad :  udd- ;  anitddUa  iti  kim:  vipV' ;  neah- : 

anHshmavaitHikim:  pathd .*  ud 

iti  tribhdahyaratne  prdtipdkhyavivarane 

trttyo  *dhydyah\ 

>  a.  M.  ins.  dkdra,  *  W.  i^lm-.  *  G.  M.  -de.  «  G.  M.  add  fHktdindifa  na- 
mah. 
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Not  separated,  and  therefore,  of  course,  without  correction  of 
the  vowel,  are  such  words  as  rtdshdt  (iii4.7  *)  and  turdshdt  (i.'7.13*), 
also  tvashttmarU  (i.2.62),  ant/ddrp  (L8.13*),  ubJiayddat  (iL2.6^), 
ar(Uiyant  (L6,l*)  and  ardttvan  (vii.4.16),  atikd^  (i.2.2*)  and  jt^rt:^ 
kdpa  (i.8.18),  avd^ri^ga  (iLl.B^)  and  jt>r^prw^a  fill. 3' :  as  I  doubt 
not:  my  information  is  deficient  for  this  word),  vpdnah  (v.4.4*), 
n^vdra  (iv.'7.4^)  and  nthdra  (iv.6.2*),  a,nd  purdravah  (l3.'7*). 

There  is  not,  as  in  the  other  Yedic  texts,  any  restoration  of  a 
theoretically  correct  short  vowel  which  is  not  strictly  a  final  or  ini- 
tial :  thus  we  read  in  padortexty  for  example,  vdvrdhe  (L4.20),  sdaa- 
hat  (L3.14^),  and  tcshdaam  (iv.4.4*). 

Many  of  these  items  constitute  striking  peculiarities  of  the  Tait- 
tiilya  paday  and  its  careftd  study  and  comparison  with  the  other 
works  of  its  class  would  undoubtedly  bring  to  light  much  that 
is  curious. 


CHAPTER    IV. 


Ck>NTENTB :  1-4,  introductory ;   6-64,  rehearsal  of  cases  of  prctgrahM,  or  unoom- 

binable  final  yowela 

Wf  CRI^:  II  \  II 

1.  Now  the  pragrahas. 

A  simple  heading  to  the  chapter,  and  explained  as  such  by  the 
commentator.  The  same  subject  is  treated  by  the  other  Prdti9ar 
khyas,  at  Rik  Pr.  il8-19,  Vaj.  Pr.  192-98,  Ath.  Pr.  173-82.  It 
occupies  here  a  great  deal  more  space,  because  the  Taitt.  Pr.  avoids 
on  principle  the  mention  of  granmiatical  categories  in  its  rules, 
and  is  at  mfinite  pains  to  catalogue,  word  by  word,  what  the  other 
treatises  dispose  of  sunmiarily,  by  classes.  A  rule  in  a  later  chap- 
ter (x.24)  teaches  that  all  the  vowels  here  rehearsed  and  defined  as 
pragraha  are  exempt  from  euphonic  combination.  The  term  pra- 
graha  is  peculiar  to  this  treatise,  the  rest  using  instead  j^ra^Aya. 

Hwy^j  II  ^11 

2.  No  former  member  of  a  compound  is  pragraha. 

As  the  former  member  of  a  separable  compound  (avagraha: 
L49)  is  regarded  and  treated  as  an  independent  pada^  the  rules 
declaring  certain  final  vowels  pragraha  would  apply  to  the  finals 

1.  athe  Hy  ayam  adhikdrah :  pragrahd  ttcyarUa  ity  ^etacT  adhv- 
krtam  vedUavyam  Ua^  uUaram  yad  vakshydmah. 
O  W.  om.    «  G.  M.  om. 
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of  Buch  members,  but  for  this  prescription  to  the  contrary.  The 
commentator  cites  rules  5,6,36,37,49  of  the  chapter  as  needing  the 
restriction  of  their  application  here  made,  and  quotes  from  the 
Sanhita  in.  illustration  taniXnapdd  asurdh  (iv.1.8^:  the  taniX  of 
tanil^nrapdt  would  otherwise  be  pragraha  by  rule  5),  agoargham 
yc0amdna/m  (vil.lO> :  ago-OLrgham  would  fall  else  under  rule  6), 
agntshomdu  md  (iL5.2^ :  it  is  implied  that  the  padorteji^t  would 
write  agnisomdu^  bringing  the  word  within  the  sphere  of  rule  36 : 
such  compounds  are  not  divisible  in  the  other  Yedic  texts), 
and  dvedve  puranuvdkye  kurydt  (ii.2.9*  :  the  pada  writes  dve-dvCj 
so  that  both  members  would  be  declared  alike  pragraha  by  rule 
49).  The  ^esent  precept  is  therefore  declared  to  be  one  making 
exceptions  in  advance  to  the  rules  specified. 

?FT:  II  ^  II 

8.  Only  a  final  is  i^ro^roAo. 

Or,  as  the  commentator  paraphrases,  the  end  of  a  word  is  enti- 
tled to  the  designation  2>ra^raAa.  He  cites,  as  example,  the  phrase 
devate  aamrddnydi  fiLl.9®).  The  necessity  of  the  rule,  he  ex- 
plains, arises  out  of  tne  fact  that  the  following  rules,  in  part — ^for 
example,  rules  5,6,83 — describe  certain  letters  or  syllables  as  pra- 
graha without  farther  limitation,  and  it  is  desirable  to  specify  that 
they  bear  that  character  only  when  finaL  This  in  answer  to  the 
criticizing  inquiry  "  whether  a  letter  not  final  can  also  be  pragra- 
ha /" — that  is,  as  I  understand  it,  whether  this  predicate  is  not  in 
the  nature  of  things  restricted  to  finals?  But  now  a  yet  more 
troublesome  objection  is  raised.  The  limitation  to  finals,  urges 
the  interpellator,  is  otherwise  assured ;  for  the  word  api  of  the  next 
rule,  in  the  sequel  of  this  one,  brings  into  action  the  principle  "  con- 
tinued implication  is  of  that  which  is  last ''  (i.58).  The  objection 
is  wholly  futile  and  inept,  both  as  implying  that  false  interpreta- 
tion of  the  rule  iq)pealea  to  to  which  attention  was  directed  in  the 
note  upon  it,  and  as  attributing  to  apt  a  mysterious  force  to  which 
it  can  lay  no  claim  whatever.    Instead,  however,  of  showing  the 

2.  a^agrahah  pra^ako  na  bhavati:  Hkdrah  (iv.5).'  okdro 
'adnhito  'kdravyafijanaparah  (iv.6).*  gnf  (iv.36);  na  hir 
parah  (iv.37);  dve  (iv.49)  Ui  vakshyate\'  etadP  uddi^ya  pwras- 

tddapavddo  'nena  vidhXyate,    yathff:  tan- ;  ago- .*  agn^ 

;  dve- :  avagrdha^  iti  jdtyapekshdydm  ekavacanam, 

»  W. -«;  B.  0.  om.    «  a.  M.  tod.    »  G.  M.  om.    *  G.  M.  »d  V. 

Z,  padasyd  ^ntah  pragrahasamjfio  bhavati.    yathd:  dev- 

atra  "^^;  kim  apaddnto  'pi  pragrahah  sydt,  atro  ^cyate:  Hkdrah 
(iv.5)  ity  avi^hena  vakshyati:  okdro  'sdnhito  'kdravyaflja- 
naparah  {iv.6)  iti:  et  yatpraparah  (iv.33)  iti  ca:  apaddrUasyo 
''^kdrasydu  ^kdrasya  cipabdasya  vd  pragrahatvam^  md  bhUd  iti. 
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objector  to  the  door,  the  commentator  proceeds  el^l<orately^  con- 
fute him.    "  We  reply,  not  so :  specification  of  finality  is  Appropri- 
ate where  there  is  a  congeries  of  several  letters ;  here,  on'the'oltftar. 
hand,  there  is  indication  of  a  single  letter.     If  the  matter  in'qn«^* 
tion  were  the  euphoiiic  alteration  or  elision  of  iX  and  the  other  letr.- 
ters  treated  of,  a  final  would  be  designated  in  virtue  of  the  princi- 
ple quoted :  but  here  it  is  a  simple  case  of  application  of  the  term 
pragraha^  not  of  an  affected  nor  an  affecting  letter :  hence  contin- 
ued implication  has  no  force." 


4^iH4(l    sTJ^ugll 


4.  It  is  followed  by  iti 

This  is  the  interpretation  of  the  commentator,  who  declares  that 
the  "  also  "  (ctpi)  brings  in  bv  implication,  from  the  first  rule  of  the 
preceding  chapter,  the  specification  vihh4ge^ '  in  case  of  separation,* 
or  in  the  p<ma  or  other  artificially  divided  texts.  As  example, 
he  cites  vbhe  iti  (14.22  et  aL :  G.  M^  add  devcOe  iti^  iil.O^  et  al.). 

If  such  be  its  real  meaning,  the  rule  is  a  very  anomalous  one,  as 
giving  a  sinsle  direct  •prescription  respecting  the  mode  of  con- 
struction of  Sie  secondary  texts.  These  are  elsewhere  only  refer- 
red to  or  implied,  in  a  more  indirect  manner.  I  should  therefore 
prefer  to  translate  *even  when  followed  by  iW — ^that  is  to  say, 
a  word  here  defined  as  pragraha  in  the  ordinary  text  has  that 
character  also  in  the  other  texts  before  iti^  not  being  combined 
with  the  latter. 

5.  A  long  a  is  prdgrahcL 


nanu  siddham  evdi  ^tat:  etcUsiltra^habhiZta*  tUtarasHtre*  ^pi^ 

hdend  ^nvdde^o  *ntyasya  (i.68)   eva  kdryanirvdhdt^.    ne  Hi 

brdmah:    anekavarnasamuddye    hy    awtyatvam*    upapannam: 

ay  am  punar  ekavarnanirdepah :  Hkdrah  (iv.5)  ity  ddivarnasya 

ydu  vikdralopdu  tayor  *  anvdde^o  'ntyasya  (158)  ity  anend 

''^rUyah:  pragraha  ity  uktam'  pragrahasarhjfldmdtramK'  na  tu* 

nimittam  nimiUt  vd  :  tasmdd  anvddepo  na  prasarcUi. 

'  G.  M.  grahancm.  '  B.  0.  -feshe;  G.  M.  -hUL  «  G.  M.  oUarasya  sd-.  *  G.  M. 
-vdhakah.  *  B.  0.  amid;  *  G.  M.  ins.  eva.  <^  G.  M.  'n^a^atyaya  Mah.  ^  G. 
M.  'ha  in  sarh',    *  B.  0.  om. 

4.  api^dah  sinhdvcUokanend  Hhd  ^^ddv  uttare  vihhdge 
(iiLl)  ity  atra  vihhdgapadam^  anvddi^i:  so  'yam  pragraho 
vibhdga  itiparo  bhavati.  yathd:  '  ubhe  iti.  iti^abdah  paro 
yasmdd  asdv  itiparah, 

>  G.  M.  gam.    *  G.  M.  ins.  devote  Ut. 
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•    *     •      • 

The  c&mmei\fator  adds  the  limitation  that,  "  if  long  in  ©twifo-text," 
the  .final  U  is  universally  pragraha;  referring,  in  justification,  to 
th^.^ftcs*  treated  of  above,  in  rule  iiLl4,  of  an  u  irregularly 
leftgtliened  in  aamhitd.  His  examples  are  hanil  vd  ete  ycgfta- 
spa  (vi.2.11*:  W.  B.  O.  omit  the  last  word),  vdsantikdv  rtH 
^ukra^  ca  (iv.4.11*:  W.  B.  O.  omit  after  rtH)^  and  harinasya 
bdhd  upastutam  janima  tcU  te  arvan  (iv.2.8*:  G.  M.  omit  the 
last  four  words ;  the  others,  the  first  word). 

6.  Also  an  o  which  is  not  the  product  of  euphonic  combina- 
tion, if  followed  by  a  or  a  consonant 

Of  words  exhibiting  in  padortext,  as  well  as  in  samhitdy  a 
final  o,  there  are  (apart  from  the  theme  go^  which  occurs  only 
as  first  member  of  a  compound,  and  therefore,  by  rule  2  of  this 
chapter,  does  not  require  to  be  regarded  in  the  determination  of 
jyragrahcui)  two  classes,  the  one  composed  of  vocatives  from 
themes  in  t«,  the  other  of  words  whose  final  a  or  d  is  combined 
with  the  particle  n.  The  present  rule  deals,  in  general,  with 
the  former  class;  the  one  next  following,  with  the  latter  class. 
The  right  of  the  vocatives  in  o  to  be  treated  as  pragrahas  is  a 
very  dubious  one,  and  is  not  unequivocally  supported  by  the 
Prati9rikhya ;  for  to  say  that  such  words  are  pragraha  before  a 
or  a  consonant  is  not  to  distinguish  them  perceptibly  from  the 
euphonic  o  which  comes  from  a  final  as;  since  this  also  is  not 
capable  of  combination  with  a  consonant,  and  does  not  necessa- 
rily absorb  a  following  initial  a.  The  only  instances  in  which 
a  vocative  in  o  exhibits  a  pragraha  character  are  the  three  which 
are  cited  under  the  next  rule  (i.4.27:  v.7.2*:  vL6.8^) ;  the  cases 
in  which  it  is  regularly  changed  to  av  before  other  vowels  than 
a  are  much  more  numerous:  namely,  before  <:?,  at  i.4.39:  il2.12*; 
6.1P:vL4.3^;  before  /,  at  112.12^;  before  w,  at  i2.13*  twice; 
6.123:  iii.2.10* ;  before  6,  at  ii.4.123.  I  have  noted  but  two  cases 
in  the  text  where  such  an  o  stands  before  initial  a  without  absorb- 
ing it;  they  are  found  at  i.3.8*,147.     And  there  are  the  same 

6.  Hkdrah  paddntah  sarvatra  pragraho  bhavcUt:  pada^amaye 

vartamdnah,    yathd:  hanH ;    vds- har- padasor 

maye  vartamdna  iti  kim :  aiXtiXniXmithilmakahiliX^  (iiL  14)  ity 
ddL 

*  G.  M.  omit  after  mitM. 

6.  asdmhita  okdro  'kdraparo  vd^  vyanjanaparo  vd  pragrahah 

sydt    yathd:  vad- ;  vish- asdmhita  iti  kim:  so ; 

^pra evampara    iti    kim^:    vish- sayhhitdnimittah 

sdihhitah :  na  sdmhito  ' sdmhitaJi :  akdrap  ca  vyaiijanam  cd 
^kdravyafijane  :  te  pare  yasmdt  sa  tatho  '*ktah, 

^  Or.  M.  om.     («)  W.  B.  0.  om. 
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number  of  cases — ^namely,  at  iL6.12^  and  vi4.3* — ^in  which  it 
causes  the  elision  of  a  following  a. 

The  commentator's  citations  in  illustration  of  the  rule  are  vad- 
md  hi  suno  asi  ^13.14^),  and  vishno  havyan  rakshasva  (Ll,3).  To 
show  the  necessity  of  the  limitation  ctsdihhltah'^  he  cites  so  'bravit 
(iil.2*  et  al.),  Sinapraso  agne  (iiL2.11  * :  omitted,  however,  by  W. 
B.  O.),  where  so  is  the  samhitd  reading  for  s(ih/  and,  to  show 
that  the  prescribed  quality  belongs  to  the  vowel  only  before  a 
or  a  consonant  (the  lacuna  of  W.  B.  O.  extends  through  this 
explanation),  he  gives  us  vishnav  e  ^ht  '*dam  (114.123). 

For  the  teachings  of  the  other  Pr4ti9aknya8  respecting  this 
class  of  asserted  jwa^aAcw,  see  the  note  to  AtL  Pr.  181. 

HH^<jy[Mryc[ii|  II  b  II 

7.  A^  also,  when  preceded  by  «,  m,  A,  d,  ift,  and  pit 

The  anuvrtti  of  this  rule  is  even  more  blind  and  equivocal 
than  usual  Instead  of  bringing  down  either  the  subject  or  predi- 
cate of  the  one  preceding,  we  are  to  bring  down  both,  only  with 
the  exclusion  of  one  of  the  modifications  included  in  the  K>rmer. 
The  meaning  is,  that'  an  original  o,  preceded  as  here  specified, 
is  pragraha  even  when  followed  by  other  vowels  than  a.  The 
commentator  is  in  error  in  saying  that  ca  implies  okdrah  from 
above ;  he  should  have  said  okdro  'sdmhitaJk, 

As  above  remarked,  this  rule  chiefly  concerns  the  class  of  pra- 
grahas  composed  of  words  whose  final  vowel,  a  or  d^  is  combined 
with  the  particle  u.  Of  these,  atho  is  vastly  the  most  numer- 
ous, occurring  about  two  hundred  and  fifty  times  in  the  Sanhi- 
t4.  Before  a  it  is  met  with  •  twenty  times,  always  without  occa- 
sioning elision;  before  other  vowels,  twenty-nine  times,  always 
uncombined.  Along  with  it,  tatJu)  is  had  in  view  by  the  rule, 
as  presenting  a  final  o  after  th :  it  is  found  but  once,  in  the  pas- 
sage cited  by  the  commentator  (see  below).  The  only  word 
showing  o  anier  s  is  50,  found  only  in  two  passages,  as  noted 
below.  After  m,  we  have  o  both  in  mo  (in  two  passages,  once 
before  «A,  at  i8.3 ;  the  other  is  cited  by  the  commentator)  and 
in  two,  which  latter  is  found  only  before  a  (iv.3.13®),  and  so 
does  not  necessarily  come  within  the  purview  of  the  rule.  The 
other  words  of  the  class  occur  before  consonants  alone,  and  are, 
therefore,  here  made  no  account  of:  they  are  o  (once,  L4.33),  to 

7.  pilrvoktaparanimiUdbhdve  *pi  'kdryavidhdndrtham  okdram 
vi^inashti:  cakdra  okdram  anvddipaii.  sa:  ma:  ha:  da:  tha: 
pit:  evampilrvo  'sdmhita  okdro  'kdravyafijandbhydm  anyaparo 

'pi pragraho  bhavati.    yathd:  so .•  md :  upa- .•  indo 

.•    tatho ;    sa evamptirva    iti    kim:    ^pat- ; 

asdrhhita  iti  kim\'  pra 

0)  B.  om. 
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(L2.62  and  vil.8*)  and  uto  (five  times),  wpo  (four  times),  and  pro 
(i.7.13s). 

Of  the  remaining  specifications  of  the  rale,  the  h  is  made  for  but 
a  single  case  of  the  exclamation  Ao,  which  the  commentator  quotes : 
upahiUdn:^  ho  ity  dha  (ii.6.7*);  the  d  is  for  the  vocative  indo, 
which  occurs  twice :  indo  indriydvatah  (i4.27),  and  indo  ity  dha 
(vL5.8^):  the  commentator  quotes  the  latter  passage ;  the  pit  is 
for  the  vocative  pito^  only  found  once,  as  cited :  9a  no  mayobhiHh 
pito  d  vi^aava  (v.7.2*"^ :  W.  B.  O.  omit  the  first  three  words). 
These  three,  as  was  noted  under  the  preceding  rule,  are  the  only 
instances  which  the  Sanhitd  affords  of  vocatives  in  o  showing  an 
uncombinable  quality. 

The  conmientator's  explanation  of  the  rule  is  "  the  o  is  here  spe- 
cially distinguished  in  order  to  the  prescription  of  its  quality  even 
in  the  case  of  absence  of  the  sequent  determining  circumstances 
before  stated.''  As  examples  of  words  whose  ending  is  combined 
with  u,  after  the  consonants  specified,  he  gives  so  evdi  ^shdi  ^tasya 
(iL2.9^;5.6*),  m^  bher  mdro  mo  e«A(!im  (i v. 5.10* ),  and  tatho  evo 
^ttare  nir  vapet  (1114,9^ :  W.  B.  O.  omit  after  lUtare),  His  coun- 
ter-examples are  patakratav  vd  vanpam  iva  (L6.12*  :  6.  M.  omit 
twa),  and/>ra  so  ague  (iiL2.11  *) :  but  G.  M.,  which  have  given  the 
latter  passage  under  the  preceding  rule,  here  substitute  for  it*md 
80  a»mdn  avahdya  (v.7.9*) ;  their  separate  application  is  manifest. 

The  treatment  by  the  Prati9akhjra  of  words  ending  in  o  is  awk- 
ward and  bungling  to  a  degree  quite  rare  or  wholly  unknown  else- 
where in  its  rules.  We  should  be  justified  in  inferring  from  its 
statements  that  o,  to,  tUo^  upo  and  pro  were  not  regarded  as  prch 
graJhaa  at  all,  nor  the  vocatives  in  o  except  under  the  conditions 
and  in  the  places  specified,  and  that  (if  the  commentator's  expla- 
nation of  rule  4  is  accepted)  they  are  not  written  with  iti  in  the 
pada  text :  while,  doubtless,  in  every  padortext  of  the  Black  Ya- 
jus,  as  in  those  of  the  other  Vedas,  each  word  is  treated  uniformly, 
whether  it  happen  to  exhibit  its  uncombinable  quality  in  samhiid 
or  not.  Through  the  rest  of  the  chapter,  it  will  be  noticed,  the 
words  mentioned  are  defined  as  pragrahaa^  without  regard  to  the 
circumstances  in  which  they  may  stand  in  the  text. 

^S*i^^i(^  11  t:  II 

8.  Now  follow  cases  of  e  and  1 

This  is  a  heading  for  the  remainder  of  the  chapter,  excludingall 
other  vowels  than  final  e  and  t  from  the  action  of  its  rules.  The 
words  exhibiting  such  finals  are,  of  course,  mainly  duals,  and  are 
by  the  other  treatises  simply  defined  as  such,  with  immense  saving 
of  trouble. 

8.  athe  '^ty  ay  am  adhikdrah  :  ekdrekdrdu^  prayrahatvena  vidht- 
yete^  ity  etacT  adhikrtam  veditavyam, 

^  G.  M.  ekdra  ikdrah.    «  W.  0.  -yate;  B.  -yaycUe;  G.  M.  vi^iahyata.    »  G.  M.  om. 
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9.  Asme  is  pragraha. 

The  example  cited  by  the  commentator  is,  according  to  W.  B. 
O.,  asme  te  handhvh  (i.2.7);  according  to  G.  M.,  sampcUte  got 
asfne  candrdni  (also  L2.'7),  Neither  exhibits  in  samhitd  the  pra- 
gtaha  quality  of  the  word,  as  is  done  at  17.13^  and  elsewhere: 
OMTM  is  not  uncommon  in  the  Sanhita,  occurring  twenty-nine  times. 


B"  ^r^^Pi^Mm:  II  ^0 II 


10.  Also  tve^  when  not  the  final  member  of  a  separable  com- 
pound. 

The  office  of  the  word  Ui  in  this  rule  is  differently  explained  by 
the  two  versions  of  the  commentary :  W.  B.  O.  say  that  it  indi- 
cates the  quality  of  a  separable  cited  word  (they  mean,  doubtless, 
of  an  inseparable)  ;  G.  M.,  that  it  indicates  pragraha  quality. 
Each  interpretation  is  as  good,  and  as  worthless,  as  the  other. 
The  *  conmientary  is  not  infrequently  at  much  pains  to  put  some 
special,  even  wonderful,  significance  into  Ui  when  found  in  a  rule ; 
and  generally  with  as  little  acceptable  result  as  here. 

The  pronoun  ^t;e  occurs  seven  times  in  the  Sanhit4  (at  L  3. 14^: 
4.46* :  uLl.ll^;  6.10< :  iv.2.7';  6.6*:  vll.8^),  exhibiting  its  pragra- 
Aa-quality  in  samhitd  only  once  (at  iv.2.7^).  The  commenta- 
tor's instance  is  tve  kratum  apt  (iiLs.lO^ :  G.  M.  omit  api);  and 
his  counter-instance,  to  show  the  neces^ty  of  the  restricticm  im- 
posed in  the  rule,  is  andgdstve  adititve  turdaah  (iil.ll*:  G.  M. 
omit  hirdsah)y  where  thepadortext  reads  andgdhrtve  :  aditi-tve. 

lH^qi^|^^'^HH^c<H*^($iT)^jyHl;c<rH(HI  Illic- 
it) RigiX|H<|«^Ritf|7l*^|fcjt^c(Ul*|«^1^|^i^H5lrl^H- 

9.  asme  Uy  asmin^  grahane  'rUyasvarah  pragraho  bhavcUL 
yathd:  asme 

10.  Uigabda  i/igyagrahancUvam^  dyotayati:  aniAgydntas  tm 

Uy  esha  pabdah  pragraho  bhavati.  yathd:  tve aniifigydfUa 

iti  kim:    and- iAgyasyd    ^nta  i/igydntah:    ne  '*ngyd/nJto 

'nii^gydniah. 

'  O.  M.  pragrahatvam,    T.  W.  B.  0.  write  ingy*  throughout 
VOL.  IX.  14 
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g^^g^^npsr^jfi^  II  ^^  II 

11.  Ako  devate,  ubhe,  bhdgadhe,  Urdhve^  vigdkhej  grnge,  ene, 
medfiye,  (rnne,  trdye,  kaninike,  pdrgve,  give,  co  ^Uame,  evo  'ttare, 
giprCj  raiharhiare,  vatsarasya  rUpe,  virUpe,  vishuriipe^  sadohavir- 
dhdne,  adhishavaTie,  ahardtre,  dfirtavrate,  stutagastre,  rksdme,  akte^ 
arpite,  rdivate,  pilrte,  pratte,  vidlirte,  anrte,  achidre,  hahuU^ 
pfirvaje,  krnvdhvan  sadane. 

For  the  pragrahas  catalogued  in  this  rule — all  of  them  dual 
cases  of  feminines  and  neuters — ^the  commentator  quotes  illustra- 
tive passages  as  follows.  For  devote^  devote  samrddhydi  mdi- 
tram  (iLl.9^:  the  last  word  in  G.  M.  only).  For  t^Ae,  6.  M. 
have  achidre  hahrdeuhhe:  vyacasvatt  aamvasdthdm  (iv.l.S^);  but 
W.  B.  O.,  blunderingly,  inie  eva  raaend  ^nakti  (viS.ll^:  B.  O. 
have  'ubhe  for  ime) :  the  word  occurs  also  in  other  passages.  For 
hhdgadhe^  hhdgadhe  hhdgadhd  asmdi  (iL5.6^) :  also  in  the  preceding 
division  of  the  same  anuvdka^  and  at  v.5.9^.  As  counter-example, 
to  show  that  dhe  (itself  a  pada,  hhdga-dhe)  would  not  have  an- 
swered the  purpose  alone,  we  have  agna  udadhe  (v.6.9*:  pador 
text,  uda-dhe).  For  Urdhve^  ilrdhve  samidhdv  d  dadhdti  (ii.6.6^ 
and  vi.2.1®).  For  vipdkhey  vipdkhe  nakshatram  (iv.4.10^) :  and  as 
counter-example,  to  show  the  necessity  of  including  the  vi  (of  vi- 
-pdkhe),  we  have  tasmint  aahasra^khe^  stated  to  be  found  "  in  the 
text  01  another  schooL*'  About  a  score  of  such  alleged  citations 
from  "  another  text,"  assumed  to  have  been  had  in  view  by  the 
authors  of  the  Pr4tioakhya  in  constructing  their  rules,  are  given 
in  various  parts  of  the  commentary  (five  of  them  in  the  conmient 
upon  this  nile) :  they  will  be  put  together,  and  their  bearing  dis- 
cussed, in  an  additional  note  at  the  end  of  the  work.  For  ^ige, 
antard  ^nge  tarn  devatdh  (vi2.8* :  only  G.  M.  have  devatdh): 
the  word  also  occurs  at  12.14^.  The  next  two  words,  ene  and  me- 
dhye,  occur  in  the  same  passage,  medhye  evdi  '*ne  karoti  (vi2.9*), 
which  the  comment  quotes,  in  W.  O.  giving  medhye  last,  after  the 
rest,  by  way  of  justifjring  the  order  in  which  the  two  words  stand 
in  the  rule :  but  B.  G.  M.  read  the  whole  passage  as  it  stands  in  the 
text,  and  G.  M.  make  the  rule  read  correspondingly  medhye  ene  (T. 
has,  like  the  others,  ene  medhye),     Ene  is  also  found  in  one  or 

11 etdni  paddni  pragrahaaathjfidni^  sytth*.  yathd :  de  v- 

.•  achid- ;  hhdg- ;  hhdge*  Hi  kim:  agna ;  ilr- 

;  vi^ ;  Vi^  Hi  kim:  tas- iti  ^dJchdntare*:  ant- ; 

ev' ;  me- ;   aaam- ;  aam- ;  yad ;  pdr- ; 

pit- ;  vik' .•  ce  Hi  kim:   sam- ;   tatho ;   eve  Hi 

kim:    ndi ;    pit- ;    yad ;    aaihv- .•    aamr .• 

V ish' ;  vataarasyavivishv*  iti  kim:  aril- ;  ''rUpapabdasya 
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two  other  passages  (iv. 6. 2 * :  vi. 2. 9  *  again ;  3.9®).  For  trnne,  asam- 
trnne  hi  hanU  atho  khdiu  (vi.2.11*  :  only  G.  M.  have  the  last  two 
words).  For  trdye,  samtrdye  dhrtydi  (vi2.113).  For  kaninike^ 
yad  cUirdtrdu  kantnike  agnishtomdu  yat  (viL2.9  > :  W.  B.  O.  begin 
at  kanr  ) :  the  same  word  occurs  twice  more  in  the  next  division. 
For  pdrgve^  pdr^ve  parahsamdnah  (vii.3.10*) :  it  is  found  a  sec- 
ond time  in  the  same  division.  For  pfve,  pitarah  somydsdh  ^ive 
no  dydvdprthivt  (iv.6.6*  :  W.  B.  O.  begin  at  pive).  For  co  Htamey 
vikarntm  co  Htame  upa  dadhdti  (v.  3. 7®  :  only  G.  M.  have  the  last 
two  words^ :  and,  to  show  the  necessity  of  the  ca,  samvcUsaran 
sampddyo  Uame  mdsi  (vii.6.3*).  For  evo  Htare^  tatho  evo  Htare 
nirvapet  (iii.4.9^):  and,  to  show  why  er«  had  to  be  included  in 
the  rule,  n<:l»  Hi  ahoda^y  uUare  tena  (vii.1.43:  only  G.  M.  have 
tena).  For  ^pre^  pkvd  gipre  avepayah  (i4.30:  W.  B.  O.  begin 
with  ^pre).  For  rcUhamtare^  yad  brhadrathamtare  anvarjeyuh 
(viL5.32 :  only  G.  M.  have  yad) :  the  same  compound  occurs  in 
several  places  elsewhere.  For  vatsarasya  rdpe^  samvatsarasya 
rdpe  dpnuvanti  (viLS.l*).  For  virUpe^  samanasd  virdpe  dhdpa- 
yete  (iv.1.10* ;  6.5^ ;  7.12^).  For  vishurdpe,  vishurOpe  ahantdydur 
ivd  ^si  (iv.l.ll^:  W.  B.  O.  stop  with  ahant).  The  necessity  of 
including  in  the  rule,  besides  the  pada  rdpe,  the  words  vcUsarasya, 
vishu  (oi  vishiHrdpe),  and  vi  {oivi^tdpe)  is  proved  by  the  citation 
of  ardkahitam  drpa  d  rdpe  annam  {iv.3.132),  where  rdpe  is  loca- 
tive :  and  the  conamentary  adds  the  remark  ^wanting,  however,  in 
the  South-Indian  MSS.),  "the  separate  specification  of  the  word 
rdpa  is  to  be  looked  upon  as  for  tne  sake  of  distinct  enunciation." 
For  sadohavirdhdne,  sadohavirdhdne  eva  sam  niinoti  (ii6.5  * ) :  the 
compound  occurs  twice  more,  at  vL2.6^;  5.1*.  To  justify  the  in- 
clusion of  sadah,  the  commentator  quotes  uparavd  havirdhdne 
khdyante  (vL2.11  *);  but  the  case  appears  to  him  one  not  to  be  so 
easily  disposed  of,  and  he  enters  into  an  elaborate  discussion  of  it, 
which  I  defer  to  the  end  of  this  note,  in  order  not  to  interrupt  the 
connection.  For  adhishavane^  hanil  adhishavane  jihvd  (vi.2.1 1  * ) : 
it  is  also  found  in  the  preceding  division  of  the  same  section,  and 
at  iv.7.8*.  The  adhi  is  justified  by  reference  to  aavanesavane  'hhi 
grhndti  (vL4.11*;  6.11^).  For  ahordtre,  ahordtre  prd  ^vi^n 
(L6.9^) :  the  word  occurs  not  infrequently  elsewhere.  The  passage 
atirdtre  papukdmasya  (vi.6. 11*)  is  given  to  account  for  the  inclusion 
of  ahah;  this  implies,  of  course,  that  the  Taittiriya  »ac?ci-text  treats 
the  word  as  a  separable  compound,  ahahnrdtre.  For  dhrtavrate, 
dydvdprthivt  dhrtavrate  dvinnd  devt  (i.8.12*  :  G.  M.  omit  the  last 

prativipeahanam  uccdranavispaahtdrtharh^  draahtavyanh' :  sad- 
;  sada  iti  kim:  up- nanu  padagrahaneahu  pa- 
dam  gamy  eta  (i60)  iti  sdmarthydd  ^dhavirdhdne  ity  ekapada- 
8ydi  '«a  kdryasiddhih :  aadahpadam  vyartham,  mdi  ^vam :  pa- 
dagrahane  sthaldntare^^  bhinnardpasya^^  sambhdvandydm*  vi- 
peshanayh  sdrthakam  bhavati^\'  hhinnardpatvdhhdve  tu  codyam 
etad  bhavet^*,    nanu  tarhi  devate  iti  padagrahanasya  athcUdntare^* 
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word);  and,  to  account  for  the  inclnsion  of  dhrta,  yasya  vrate 
puahtipatih  (iii  1, 11*).     For  sttUa^astre,  stuta^astre  evdi  ^tena  duhe 

ft6.8® :  Gf.  M.  omit  the  last  word):  it  occurs  again  iat  vii3.13. 
is  time,  resort  is  had  to  "  another  text "  {^dkhdntaram)  for  a 
passage  to  explain  why  the  rule  does  not  say  simply  ^stre :  it  is 
Urdhve  pastre  pratishthite.  For  rksdme,  rksdme  vdi  devebht/ah 
(vil.3>):  the  word  is  found  twice  in  this  division,  and  also  at 
vi.6.9';  6.7*.  Here,  again,  a  passage  in  "another  text,"  brahma 
sdme  pratishthite  (G.  M.  omit  the  last  word,  and  B.  O.  omit  the 
ad  of  sdme),  is  appealed  to  in  justification  of  the  rk.  For  akte,  pu- 
rUravd  ghrtend  '*kte  vrshanam  dctdhdthdm  (i3.'7*  and  [except  pu- 
ritravdh']  vi3,5' :  W.  B.  0.  omit  the  first  word,  B.  also  the  last). 
For  arptte,  dydvdprthivt  bhuvaneshv  arpite  (iv.7.132  :  only  G.  M. 
have  the  first  word).  For  rdivate,  ^dkvarardivate  sdmant  (L8.13* 
and  iv.4.2*):  the  same  compound  is  found  again  at  iv.3.2*.  For 
pilrte,  the  dififerent  recensions  give  different  examples :  W.  B.  O. 
have  ishtdpdrte  san  srjethdm  (iv.7.13*) ;  G.  M.,  ishtdpilrte  krntUdt 
(v. 7. 7*):  I  have  noted  no  otner  cases:  for  the  treatment  of  the 
word  in  the  padortext  see  the  note  to  iii  6.  For  pratte,  praUe 
kdmam  annddyaih  duhdte  (v.4.93 :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word). 
For  vidhrte,  again,  W.  B.  O.  have  vidhrte  sarvatah  (vi.4.10^),  and 
G.  M.  tctamdn  ndsikayd  cakshusht  vidhrte  aamdnt  (113.8^),  and 
the  vi  is  justified  by  an  alleged  citation  from  "  another  text,"  agnir 
dhrte  (G.  M.,  however,  omitting  the  (zgni,  thus  leaving  it  to  be  un- 
derstood that  the  simple  word  dhrte  is  found  elsewhere  not  pragra- 
ha).  For  anrte,  sdtydnrte  avapapyan  (v. 6.1  *).  For  a^hidre,  achi- 
dre  bahule  lAhe  (iv.1.3*:  only  G.  M.  have  ubhe),  which  answers 
also  for  bahule:  it  is  the  only  passage  containing  either  word. 
YoT pHrvaje, pilrvc0e pitard  navyastbhih  (i v.  1.11*  :  W.  B.  O.  omit 
the  last  word^ :  another  passage  beginning  with  the  same  word  is 
the  subject  oi  rule  23  of  this  (Siapter.  Once  more  a  word,  joro^Ao- 
mc0e,  is  cited  from  "  another  text,"  in  order  to  explain  why  the 
rule  does  not  say  simply  je  (since  the  pada-text  wntes  pUrvaje), 
For  krnudhvan  sadane,  finally,  we  have  the  sole  passage  in  which 
it  occurs,  gfrbhih  krnudhvan  sadane  rtasya  (iv.1.11*  :  G.  M.  omit 
rtasya),  with  the  counter-example  apdm  tvd  sadane  sddaydmi 
(iv.3.1 :  G,  M.  omit  the  last  wor^,  to  show  the  necessity  of  Ikrnu- 
dhvam. 

To  return,  now,  to  the  long  word  sadohavirdhdne.    The  objec- 
tion is  raised,  that  its  part  sadah  is  unnecessary,  and  that  it  would 

soma iti  bhinnarHpatvdd^*  vi^hanena  bhavitavyam :  tac  ca 

nd  ^sti.  ucyaite:  devote  ity  akhandapadasyai  ^va  kdryavidhdndd 
atra  vi^hanam  na  yujyate:  akhandavidhdnam^*  iti  kaiham 
prattyate:  te  ity  asya  te  md  pdtam  (iv.42)  ity  ddind  prthakka- 
randd  iti  brdmah:  ndV  ^varh  havirdhdne^*  ity  a>syd^*  ^khanda- 
tvadyotaJcarh  '°  khiicid  apy'*^  asti  yena  sadahpadavdiyarthyam 

dlambate**,    hanH ;  adhtHikim:  sav- .*  ah(h ;  ahar 

iti  kim:  ati- ;  dydv- ;  dhrte  Hi  kim:  yasya ;  «^m- 
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have  been  anfficient  to  say  havirdhdne  simply ;  for  rule  i60  teach- 
es as  that,  in  citations  of  padas^  the  cited  pada  alone  is  to  be  un- 
derstood, not  any  collocation  of  words  or  letters  phonetically 
equivalent  with  it :  and  havirdhdne  is  here  a  single  pada  (the  com- 
pound being  divided  sadahrhavirdhdne,  while  its  latter  member, 
occurring  by  itself  as  a  nonrpragraha^  is  written  havihrdhdne,  and 
so  is  a  congeries  of  two  padas).  It  is  replied :  not  so ;  a  distinct- 
ive addition  is  property  made  to  a  cited  pada^  in  case  of  its  occur- 
rence in  a  different  form  in  another  passage ;  though  the  objection 
would  hold  good,  were  it  not  for  such  occurrence  in  a  different  form. 
But  this  explanation  is  not  suffered  to  pass  without  challenge. 
In  that  case,  retorts  the  objector,  a  distinction  ought  to  be  added 
to  devote^  because  it  occurs  elsewhere  in  a  different  form  (made 
up  of  two  independent  words),  as  in  soma  deva  te  mattvidah 
(iiL2.5''®) ;  and  no  such  addition  is  made.  The  answer  is,  that  no 
distinction  need  here  be  applied  to  devote,  because  its  treatment  is 
defined  as  of  an  uridividea  word :  and,  if  you  ask  how  its  indivisi- 
bility is  established,  we  reply  that  rule  42,  below,  treats  of  ^  as  a 
separate  pada  in  the  various  situations  in  which  it  is  pragraha 
[whence  the  inference  is  clear  that  it  is  here  an  inseparable  part  of 
the  word  devote] ;  while  there  is  nothing  whatever  to  show  in  like 
manner  the  indivisibility  of  havirdhdne,  and  so  to  prove  the  addi- 
tion of  sadah  superfluous.  The  implication  is,  that  if  the  pada 
dhdne  happened  to  be  described  elsewhere  as  pragraha  after  cer- 
tain other  padas,  of  which  havih  was  not  one,  then  we  could  be 
sore  that  havirdhdne  here  meant  a  single  undivided  pada,  and  its 
mention  by  itself  would  be  enough ;  while,  as  things  are,  one  can- 
not be  certain  that  its  part  havih  is  not,  like  the  vi  and  viahu  of 
virUpe  and  viahurdpe,  a  distinctive  addition. 

;  atyte  Hi  him:  Urdh- iti  gdkhdntare:  rks- ;  rg  iti 

kim:  hrohr iti  pdkhdntare:  pur- ;   dydv- /  pdkv- 

;  iaht^ .•  prat- .•  vidh- .•  vtHi  kim:  agn-  iti  pd- 

khdntare:   **8aty- ;    ach- .•  pUrv- ;  pHrve  Hi  kim: 

prathr  iti  pdkhdntare  :**  gtr- ;  krnudhvam  iti  kim:  op  dm 


•  •  —  ••. 


»  0.  pragrhyca-.  *  G.  M.  hliavanti.  «  G.  M.  hhdgadhe.  *  G.  M.  vifdkhe.  »  G. 
M.  -ram.  •  W.  0.  vatsaraviv-.  ^  G.  M.  om.  •  B.  -nam  vi- ;  W.  0.  -iha.  ^^  G. 
M.  om.  ^0  MSS.  sVidl-.  "  W.  paivam.  "  B.  G.  M.  om.  "  G.  M.  om.  "  B. 
gthdl-.  "  W.  B.  0.  ahh-.  "  B.  0.  -nrfttovi-.  "  W.  B.  0.  mS.  »  W.  B.  0.  sadoh-. 
»•  W.  a$d;  B.  d;  0.  om.  *>  W.  B.  0.  ins.  na,  "  W.  B.  0.  tafhd.  "  B.  -riihyaie; 
0.  -mbkyate;  G.  M.  dpadyaie,    ^^  B.  om. 
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12.  Also  arm,  cakshtishi,  kdrshntj  devatd  phalguni,  mushti, 
dhi,  ndbhi,vapd^apant,  ahani,  'janmam,  mrnnrnt,  sdmant, 
vdish7iav%  dikshavt,  darvi,  dydvdprthim. 

The  illustrative  passages  cited  under  thb  rule  are  as  follows. 
For  ami,  according  to  W.  B.  O.,  amt  vd  idam  ahhiXvan  (iiL3.7*) ; 
but  according  to  5.  M.,  amt  tvd  jahati  (iii.2.11®):  I  have  noted 
elsewhere  only  vLl.5*.  For  cakahushi,  cakshnsM  vd  ete  yqjnaaya 
(ii.6.2  *  et  aL :  G.  M.  omit  yqjfidsya) :  the  word  occurs  about  a 
dozen  times.  For  kdrshni^  kdrshnt  updnahdv  upa  muncate 
(v.4.4*;6.6* :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  two  words).  ¥  or  phalguni, 
pitaro  devatd  phalguni  nakshatram  {iv.4.10') :  again  in  the  next 
division  of  the  same  section.  To  show  the  necessity  of  including 
devatd  in  the  rule,  is  given  yad  dvitiyan  sd  phalffunt  (ill. 2*). 
For  mvahtL  mushtt  karoti  vdcam  (v.2.1^  and  vi,].43:  G.  m.  omit 
vdcam).  For  dht^  pradhi  tdv  ukthyd  m.adhye  (vii.4.11*:  G.  M. 
omit  mxidhye).  For  ndbkt,  rqjatandhhi  vdipvadevdu  (v. 6.24). 
For  vapd^apant,  vapdgrapavt pra  harati  (vi3.9®) :  it  occurs  also 
in  the  fourth  division  of  the  same  section.  As  counter-example, 
to  explain  the  presence  of  vapd  in  the  rule,  is  given,  "  from  anoth- 
er text,"  the  compound  pa^^apant  (or,  as  G.  M.  read,  bhasma- 
^apant) :  our  Sanhita  has  pa^^apanam  at  iii.1.3*.  For  ahani, 
ahani  aydur  tvd  ^si  (iv.1.11^).  For  janmani,  ubhe  ni  pdsi  jan- 
mant  (L4.22).  For  sumnint,  sumndya  sumnint  (11.13 3).  For 
sdmant y  sdmant  pratishthitydi  (i v. 4.2 3):  also  at  i.8.13^.  For 
vdishnavt,  valagahandu  vdishnavt  brhann  asi  (1.3.2^  :  only  G.  M. 
have  the  last  two  words).  For  dikshavi,  dikshavt  tira^  (vi.2.15 
twice).  For  darvt^  darvt  ^tntsha  dsani  (il2. 12^  and  iv.4.4®).  For 
dydvdprthiviy  dydvdprthivt  eva  svena  (ii.1.47):  the  word  is  fre- 
quently found  elsewhere.  The  commentator  gives  us  here  also  a 
counter-example,  maht  dyduh  prthivt  ca  nah  (iii.3.10*  et  al. :  G. 
M.  omit  ca  nah),  as  if  tne  inclusion  of  dydvd  required  justifica- 
tion :  but,  in  ordinary  Vedic  usage  (I  have  omitted  to  inform  my- 
self in  season  respecting  that  of  the  Taittirlya  padartext),  dydvd- 
prthivt  is  inseparable,  and  therefore  itself  a  single  pada, 

18.  As  also,  the  preceding  word. 

That  is  to  say  (by  the  application  of  rule  i.58),  the  word  prece- 
ding the  last  one  mentioned  in  the  rule  next  above,  or  dydvdprthi- 

12 *  etdni  paddni  pragrahasamjfldni  syuh^.    yathd*: 

amt ;  caksh- .•  kdrsh- .•  pit- .•    devate  Hi  kim: 

yad ;  miisJi- ;  pra- .•  raj- ;   vap- .•  vape  Hi 

kim:  pap- iti  pdkJidntare:   ah- ;  uhhe .•  sum- ; 

sdm- .•  valr ;  dikshr .•  dar- .•   dydv- ;  dydve 

Hi  kim :  maht 

»  G.  M.  ins.  m.    «  G.  M.  0.  bhavanti.    »  W.  B.  0.  om. 
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t^l.  The  examples  given  are  ydvatt  dydvdprthivt  mahitvd 
(iiL2.6>),  and  dvinne  dydvdprthivt  (L8.12* :  G.  M.  invert  the  order 
of  the  two  citations) :  I  have  noted  only  two  other  cases  of  the 
application  of  the  rule,  at  il2.12® ;  6.7*. 

^     ^     PlHI^  II  \d  II 

14.  But  not  rundhe,  in  any  case. 

The  case  intended  to  be  excluded  is  quoted  by  the  commentator : 
pa^n  evd  'ua  rundhe  dydvdprthivt  gacha  avdhd  (vi4.l3  :  W.  B. 
O.  omit  the  first  three  words  and  the  last).  The  specfication  ni- 
tyam^ '  constantly,  in  all  cases,'  is  intended  to  exclude  also  the  ope- 
ration of  any  other  rule  under  which  rundhe  might  chance  to  fall : 
for  example,  in  rundhe  yadd  aahasram  (ii.1.5^),  where,  as  prece- 
ding yadd^  it  would  otherwise  be  pra^aha  by  rule  38  of  this 
chapter.     I  have  noted  no  other  case. 

^ftH^ftn^rft^lt'^^^  II IH II 

16.  Also  hari^  sahuri,  8aJi{Ut,  kalpayanti,  d  prshatt,  and  dhuti 
SLre  pragraha. 

The  cited  examples  are  as  follows.  For  hart^  hart  te  yufijd 
prshcUt  ahhUtdm  (iv.6.9* :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  two  words) :  it 
occurs  in  toward  a  dozen  other  passages.  For  aahuri^  sahurt  aapor 
rydt  (iv.2.11*);  and  the  counter-example,  to  show  the  necessity  of 
the  5a,  tarn  dhurt  hvayante  (but  O.  reads  tdm^  B.  hvayate^  and 
Q.  M.  ahvri  vdcayati),  claimed  to  be  found  "  in  another  text" 
This  would  imply,  of  course,  that  the  padd-text  reads  sorhuri — as 
is  in  fact  the  case.  For  sahUtt,  aahiXtt  vanatam  girah  (iL3.14>); 
and,  as  counter-example,  for  the  same  purpose  as  the  last,  hUti 
punarjuhoti  (but  G.  M.  read  manur  for punar)^  also  from  "anoth- 
er text."  For  kalpayantt,  adhvaram  kalpayanti  Urdhvam  yaj- 
flam  (12.13^ :  G.  M.  omit  the  first  word,  and  W.  B.  O.  the  last) : 
another  case  is  found  at  vi2.93.  For  d  prshatt^  the  passage  already 
quoted  for  hari^  yufijd  prshatt  abhUtdm  (iv.6.9*) ;  and,  to  justify 
the  d,  the  counter-example  prshcUi  sthitlaprshatt  (v.6.12j.  For 
dhuttj  purodd^am  ete  dhuttjuhoti  (i.5.2^"*  :  G,  M.  omit  the  nrst  two 
words,  W.  b.  O.  the  last) :  nearly  the  same  phrase  occurs  again  at 

18.  eakdrend    ^nvddishtadydvdprthivi    ity  asmdf   pHrvo    'pt 

^^kdra  ekdro^  vd  paddntah  pragraho  bhavatL    yathd:  ydv- ; 

dV' 

1  a.  M.  ekumdt    *  a.  M.  put  before  ikdrah, 

14.  rundhe  ity  antyasvaro^  dydvdprthivt  ity  etasmdt  pHrvo  'pi 

na  pragraho  hh^vati :  pagHn nityapabdah  prdptyantaror 

nishedhdrthah :  rundhe ;  vtdddf  {iy. Z8)  prdptih, 

>  W.  ankuv-;  B.  0.  OfUah  sv-.    *  0  viddvdrdv  OL 
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i5.4^.  To  account  for  the  d  in  this  word,  G.  M.  simply  cites  hiU^ 
as  found  in  "  another  text :"  but  W.  B.  O.  give  the  phrase  huM 
tasmdd  evdh  (but  W.  O.  read  At^,  and  B.  adhati:  W.  also  has 
vivd  iti  instead  of  evd  iti). 


^rfsr  \\\\\\ 


16.  As  also,  the  preceding  word. 

Namely  eUy  occurring  before  dhuti  in  the  passage  already 
quoted:  purodd^m  ete  dhuti  (L5.2^ :  W.  B.  O.  here  omit  the  first 
word). 

17.  Also  vdsa8%  tapasi^  and  rodaat. 

The  examples  are:  vdaaai  iva  vivasdndu  (15.10^ ;  the  word  is 
also  found  at  L  8. 1 8) ;  adkshdd  eva  dtkshdtapast  ava  rtmdhe  (vL  1.1': 
the  compound  occurs  again  in  the  same  division :  only  G.  M.  have 
the  first  two  words) ;  and  ime  vdi  rodd^  tayoh  (v.1.6* :  G.  M. 
have  dropped  out  vdi) :  the  word  is  not  rarely  met  with  elsewhere. 

^T^  II  \r:  II 

18.  As  also,  the  following  word. 

The  passage  contemplated  by  the  rule  is,  as  cited  in  the  com- 
ment, anv  indran  rodcui  vdvapdne  (17.18^) :  there  is,  I  beUeve,  no 
other  falling  under  it. 

16 i.  *  eteshv  antf/c^varah*  pragrahah  9ydf:  hart ; 

sahr .•  «e  Hi  kim:  tarn Ui  pdkhdrUare:  sah- .•  ae  Hi 

kim:  hUti iti  ^dkhdrUare:  adhv- ;  yuHjd ;  *e  Hi* 

kim:  prsh- :  puro- ;  eHikim:  hutt iti  ^dkhdntare, 

1  G.  ^.  ins.  ity.    *  B  0.  aniyak  sv-.    '  G.  M.  bhavaH.    (*)  G.  M.  dkdrena. 

16.  cakdrdnvdde^dd^  dhuH  Uy  etasmdi  pHrva  Hkdra  ekdro  vd 
paddfUah^  proffraho  bhavati,    yathd  :  pur- 

>  G.  M.  -anvddMaa,    ^  G.  M.  om. 

17.  * ity  etdni  pragrahasamjfldni    bhavanti\    yathd: 

vda- .•  sdk' ;  ime 

0)  G.  M.  edw  antyasvarah piagraho  hhavaH. 

18.  cakdrdnvddiahtarodasi'  ity  etasmdt  para  Hkdra  ekdro  vd 
paddntah^  pragraho  bhavati,    yathd :  anv- 

»  G.  M.  -tdd  ro-,    c«)  G.  M.  om. 
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19.  Also  vyacasvcUij  hharishyant%  and  nah  prthivt. 

The  examples  are:  vyacawoM  sam  vasdthdm  (iv.l.d^);  agnim 
aniar  bharishyanH  jyotishmantam  (iv.l.d^ :  6.  alone  has  the  last 
word);  and  dydvd  nah  prthivi  iman  sidhram  (iv.l.ll^).  The 
needed  counter-example  for  the  last  is  supplied  by  r^fate  agne 
prthivt  makhehhyah  ^v.1.11*). 

r^Fng  II  t^o  11 

20.  Also  in  the  verses  beginning  ye  aprcUhetdm,  unA,  te  asycu, 
yam  krandasi,  chandasvaii,  te  dcaranti,  and  antard. 

The  commentator  cites  only  the  beginning  of  each  verse,  as  a 
word  with  pragraha  final  occurs  at  or  near  the  beginning  in  every 
case.  Thus:  ye  aprathetdm  amitebhih  {iv,1,16^ :  there  are  three 
other  cases  of  pragrahaa  in  the  verse) :  with  the  counter-example 
ye  te  panthdnah  (yii5.24),  to  show  that  ye  alone  would  not  have 
defined  the  verde;  wrvi  rodasi  varioah  (iv.7.15® :  6.  M.  omit  the 
last  word :  three  cases,  besides  rodast^  already  disposed  of  by  rule 
17) ;  te  asya  yoshane  (iv.1.8^  :  one  more  case:  the  te  is  therefore 
made  no  account  ol  in  rule  42,  below) :  with  the  counter-example 
U  'vardhanta  svatavaso  mahitvand  (iv.  1.1 1 '),  to  show  the  necessity 
of  €uya;  yam  hrandaH  avasd  (iv.1.8^ :  contains  two  other  cases) : 
and,  as  counterexample,  for  a  like  purpose,  ycun  agne  ppsu  mar- 
tyam  (L8.18^);  ehandcuvatt  ushcutd  (iv.d.ll*:  it  contains  seven 
cases) ;  te  dcarantt  (iv.6.6^ :  also  seven  cases) :  with  te  no  arvanto 
havana^rutah  (i7.8')  as  counter-example,  to  prove  that  te  alone 
would  not  be  enough ;  and,  finally,  antard  mitrdvanmd  caranil 
(v.1.11^:  with  four  cases). 

7Tt^^  II  t^\  II 

21.  But  not  upasthe, 

19 *eteshv^  antyaevarah*  paddntah*  pragraho  bhavati. 

yathd:  vyao- ;  agiv- ;  dydvd *:  naUikim:  rej- 

*  G.  asAv.    '  B.  -iyah  mh.    *  O.  om.    (^  M.  om. 

20. etdiv  rkshv  ikdra  ekdro^  vd  paddntah  pragraho  bha- 

vati.    ycUhd:  ye ;  aprathetdm  Hi  kim :  yete ;  urf)t 

te ;  aeye  ^ti  him:  te  V :  yam ;  krandaei  Ui  kim 

yam ;  chand- ;  te  d- .*  dcaranti  Ui  kim:  teno 

ant- . 

>  G.  M.  pot  befora  UMira 
VOU  IX.  15 


114  W.  D.  Wiiiney,  [iv.  21- 

That  is  to  say,  upasthe  is  exempted  from  the  action  of  the  pre- 
ceding rule :  it  occurs  but  once  in  the  verses  forming  the  subject 
of  that  rule,  namely  in  mdte  ^va  putram  bibhrtdm  upaathe  (in  the 
verse  beginning  te  dcarantt^  iv.6.6^ :  W.  B.  O.  give  only  the  last 
two  words).  To  show  that  8ths  would  not  have  sufficiently  defined 
the  exception  hiporsthe)^  the  conmientator  quotes  ye  jyratiBhthe 
{prcUistne)  abhavatdm  (from  the  verse  beginning  with  vrv% 
iv.7.16«). 

22.  Also  in  the  passage  beginning  with  irdvatt  and  ending 
with  (Iddhdra, 

The  passage  in  question  is  found  at  i2.13^,  and  contains  six 
pragranaSy  whereof  one,  rodcui^  needs  no  further  provision  than 
was  made  in  rule  17,  above;  it  also  contains  a  word  in  e,  manave^ 
which  is  not  pragrdha^  being  excepted  by  rule  54.  The  commen- 
tator quotes  its  beginning,  irdvatt  dhenumati  hi  bhUtam, 

^[S%5PpT^  II  t^^  II 

28.  And  in  the  passage  b^inning  with  pHrvaje  and  ending 
with  ayam. 

Of  this  passage,  found  at  ii6.7^,  the  commentator  quotes  the 
first  four  worda  In  order  to  the  better  understanding  of  the  fol- 
lowing discussion,  I  set  it  down  here  in  full,  along  with  the  word 
that  precedes  it :  hvayate  pijtrvc^e  rtdvari  Uy  dha  pHrvc^e  hy  ete 
rtdvart  devt  devapiUre  Uy  dha  devi  hy  ete  devaputre  upahdto  'yam. 
It  contains  ten  pragraha  endings,  of  which,  .however,  two  (pmrva- 
je)  fall  under  nde  11,  above.  The  word  d, '  as  far  as,'  in  the  rule, 
is  declared  here  to  exclude  the  two  limiting  words  mentioned  (com- 

21.  etdav  rkshU  ^pcuthe  Uy  antyasvarah^  paddntah*  pragraho 
na  bhavcUi.    yathd:  rndt- upe  ^ti  kim :  ye 

1  B.  0.  anktah  w-,    *  G.  M.  om. 

22.  irdvcUtprabhrti  ^rdvatt  iti^  ^abdam  drabhyd  ^  dddhdra  dd- 
dhdra^abdaparyantarnf  tkdra  ekdro  vd  paddntah  pragraho  bha- 
vati.    yathd:  ird- 

I  Q.  M.  om.    *  W.  B.  0.  jporyontofTi. 

23.  pih^qfeprcAh^tyayamparyantam^  tkdra  ekdro  vd  paddntah 

pragraho  bhavati,    yathd^: pHrv- d^padcmi  *  marydddydm 

vartate.    ncmu  pHrv- Uy  drabhyd    ^yam Uy  etatpar 

ryantam  sthalam*  etatsHtravishayah*  kith  na  sydt.  ucyate :  bhch 
vatpakaha  upabandhdntahpdtitvdt  *  k^nudhvan  sadane  (iv.ll) 
Ui  grahanasycC  vdiyarthyam  *9ydt:  tan*  md  bhUd  Ui:  tcumdd 
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pare  Panini  iil.ld) — an  arbitrary  restriction,  directly  opposed  by 
the  analogy  of  the  preceding  rale ;  intended,  doubtless,  to  relieve 
the  treatise  of  the  reproach  of  declaring  the  word  pHrvaje  a  pra- 
graha  by  two  separate  rales ;  but  this  is  a  small  gain,  since  the 
same  word  occurs  a  second  time  in  the  passage,  and  cannot  there 
be  reached  by  any  such  device. 

A  protracted,  not  to  say  tedious,  discussion  now  arises,  respect- 
ing the  sufficiency  and  propriety  of  the  rule  as  stated.  The  first 
obiection  is :  how  do  we  know  that  the  passage  had  in  view  by  the 
rule  is  not  that  which  begins  with  ptXrvnje  pitard  (iv.1.11*)  and 
ends  with  ayam /mroftAwwoA  (iv.3.2* :  B.  O.  omit  hhuvah).  Be- 
cause, it  is  answered,  the  special  citation  (in  rule  11)  of  krnvr 
dhvan  sadane  (iv.1.1 1^),  which  occurs  within  the  limits  mentioned, 
would  in  that  case  be  rendered  superfluous.  Objection  second: 
the  word  pUroaje^  at  any  rate,  is  useless,  it  having  been  alreadv 
made />ra^aAa  by  rule  11 ;  the  rule  should  read  "beginning  with 
vart "  (the  concluding  pada  of  the  separable  compound  rtorvari). 
This,  too,  is  repelled:  the  rule  reads  as  it  stands  because  varf 
occurs  twice  in  the  passage,  and  the  question  would  arise  where 
the  defined  limit  should  be  understood  to  be :  moreover,  as  we  are 
taught  (L25)  in  case  of  doubt  to  take  the  nearest,  we  should  have 
to  assume  as  intended  the  latter  of  the  two,  as  being  nearer  to  the 
other  specified  limit :  in  which  case  we  should  arrive  at  the  unto- 
ward result  that  the  pragraha  character  of  the  first  vari  would 
not  be  established  at  alL  But  now  the  objector  triumphantly  re- 
torts, that  there  are  also  two  instances  oipHrvqje^  and  a  like  doubt 
as  in  the  supposition  last  made  would  arise  as  to  the  identity  of 
the  one  cited,  and  a  like  untoward  result  as  was  pointed  out  in 
connection  therewith.     Not  so,  is  the  defense :  pUrvqje  is  not  desig- 

€taf  sthcUam  etcUsHtravishayo  na  bhavati.  nanv  cUra  pHrvqlegra- 
hanam  anarthakam:  pHrvajekrnudhvanaadane  (iv.ll)  iti 
tatrdi  ^vo  ^ktatvdt:  ^^kim  tu^"^  vartprabhrty^^  etdvatdi  ^vd  ^lam. 
ne  Ui  brdmah:  varigrahanadvayasarhbhavdt :  itUra  vd  ^vadhi- 
niyamatvena^*  svlkdra**  iti  samdehah  sydt:  kim  ca:  dsannan 
samdehe  (L25)  iti  vacandd  uttardvadhisamnikrs/ito^*  dvittyavch 
ri^ahda  eva  svtkartavyah  :  tathd  sati  pHrvavaripabdasya  **  jora- 
grahatvarh  na  sydt:  tac  cd  ^nishtam.  nanu  bhavanmate  *pi 
pHrvajedvayasambhavdt  ktUra  vd  grahanarn  iti  samdehah  samd- 
nah:  kim  ca:  yuktyvktam}*  anishtarh  ca^'*  samdnam^*.  mdi 
^vam  :  pHrvqje  iti  padam  atra  kdryabhdktvena^*  no  ^cyate  *^yena 
pdunaruktyam  bhavet:  kim  tu  pHrvap  cd  ^sdu  jepabdap  ca 
pHrvaJe :  etatprabhrtt  Hy*^  upalakshakatveno**  ^oya$e**,  nanu  tar- 
hy**  upahiUa  iti  padam  atikramyd  ^yam  ity  avadhitvena  ktmar- 
tham^*  negate :  **upahilta  iti  paddndm  bdhulye  "  *py  dsannan 
samdehe  (L25)  iti  vacandt  prdthamikasydi  ^va  grahanasiddhih*\ 
mdi  ^vam**:   upahiUa  iti  padagrahane**  tatra**  gduravadoshah : 
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nated  by  the  rule  as  a  word  possessing  the  defined  quality — which 
would  indeed  be  a  superfluous  repetition  (in  view  of  rule  11) ;  but 
it  means  ^  the  former  je  of  the  two,'  and  is  given  merely  as  a  con- 
venient limit  to  count  forward  from !  Again :  why,  at  the  end  of 
the  passage,  is  af/am  pitched  upon  as  limit,  to  the  neglect  of  apa- 
hUtah;  for,  though  this  word  is  found  several  times  in  the  imme-  * 
diate  sequel,  yet,  in  virtue  of  the  principle  already  appealed  to, 
^4n  case  of  doubt,  take  the  nearest''  (i.^5),  its  first  occurrence 
would  be  distinctly  enough  the  one  intended.  This  also  is  disal- 
lowed :  to  quote  the  whole  compound  word  %q>€thiUah  (paelortexty . 
ypa-hHtah)  would  be  to  incur  the  charge  of  excess ;  and  as  for  upa 
by  itself,  the  first  member  of  the  compound,  though  it  be  a  pada^  its 
Mda  quality  is  of  secondary  rank,  while  that  of  ayam  is  primary 
[the  latter  being  a  complete  word,  but  the  former  only  a  some- 
what artificially  separated  portion  of  such] ;  hence,  on  the  princi- 
ple ^^  where  there  is  a  primary,  a  secondary  is  not  in  place,"  it  was 
proper  to  cite  ayam.  The  answer,  however,  suggests  the  further 
objection  that,  on  the  same  principle,  the  first  umit  is  unsuitable 
[Je  bdng  also  a  fragment  of  a  word ;  and  its  predecessor  hvayate 
should  have  been  taken  instead].  That  cannot  be  made  good,  is 
the  reply ;  for  there  a  want  of  suitableness  in  the  primary  word 
suggested:  if  you  take  the  primary  hvayate^  then,  on  the  supposi- 
tion that  the  definition  of  limits  is  to  be  understood  inclusively  \d 
bein^  susceptible  of  both  an  inclusive  and  an  exclusive  interpreta- 
tion], this  word  [as  it  ends  in  e\  will  appear  to  be  cited  as  a  pror 
graha:  which  is  wrong.  And  if  you  urge  that  rule  54  of  the 
chapter  annuls  this  false  inference,  we  reply  that,  on  the  principle 
'^  not  to  touch  filth  is  far  better  than  to  wash  it  off,"  it  is  better  not 

tipe  Hy  etdvanmdirasyd  ^^dtbhiUasyd*^  ^npasya*^  padatvam  gdu- 

nam:  ayara  Uy  asya  tu**  mukhyaim:  mukhye  sambhavati  na  gctu- 

nam  iti  nydydd  ayam,  iti  yuktath  grahcmam,    nanv  etendi  'va 

nydyend  ^''dydvadher**  anupapannatd,    nd  ^yam  pakshah:  mu- 

khyasarnbhavdbhdvd^*:    tathd  hi:    hnqyata  iti  mukhye  svtkrie 

'bhividhinydyena  tasyd  ^pi  grahanam**  sydt:  tac  cd  ^nishtam: 

ate  samdnapade  (iv.54)  iti  vacandd etadP*  aniehtam  na"  bhor 

vatt  Vi*'  cet:  prakshdlandd  dhi  paiUeasya  dUrdd  aspar^nam 

varam  iti  nydydd  dhvayata  ity  uccdrya  taaya  nishedhakathandd 

cgpi  tadanuocdranam  eva  ramantyam**.    iti  mitkhycuambhavd- 

bhdvo  ^vaetha**  eva:  tasmdd  aemint  eUtre  'nupapattilepo  nd  ^eti. 

^W.O.'Hdayam-;B.'tidyam'.  *RO.G.M.oin.  * G.  M. ins. ufom.  *B.O.oiil 
*  B.  a  siUr-;  G.  M.  -yam.  •  W.  ins.  pArw^'e.  '  W.  pragrahMyn,  ^  W.  B.  O. 
am.  •  G.  M.  om.  0«)  B.  om.  "  W.  B.  r«iwH-.  »«  W.  vitflW-;  G.  M.  -dhitoewu 
"G.  M.  mnkriyaUK  "  G.  M.  uktdfh^  »  G.  M.  ins.  oo.  "W.  0.  yvkUynkUxm; 
G.  M.  yod  vM»tm,  "  G.  M.  om.  "  B.  0.  Udyam,  »  B.  a  -foe.  (*»>  B.  om. 
«  G.  M.  om.  «  G.  M.  'kshanat-.  «  G.  M.  am.  »*  G.  M.  *»».  («>  B.  om.  «•  G. 
M.  ias.  iU.  "  G.  M.  -dheh,  «  G.  M.  om.  paia.  »  G.  M.  suira,  »  W.  G.  M.  om. 
u  W.  'nfiMbdaaua;  G.  M.  iAgydikf-,  »  G.  M.  om.  «  R  0.  -dyapadattfo,  *«  0.  G. 
M.  -kkye  8-.  »  G.  M.  pragrahaiuam.  »  G.  M.  tod  "  G.  M.  om.  »  G.  M.  am. 
iti,    »  W.  «H»r-;  B.  0.  varom.    «  G.  IC  tadov-. 
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to  quote  hvayate  at  all  than  to  qnote  it  and  then  make  it  the  sub- 
ject of  an  exception.  The  case,  then,  is  one  where  no  suitable  pri- 
mary word  is  to  be  found;  and  not  the  slightest  charge  of  impro- 
priety can  be  maintained  against  the  rule  as  given. 

Both  parties  to  this  controversy  are  about  e<^ually  open  to  the 
*  ofaarge  of  hair-splitting  absurdity ;  but  the  objector  must  be  ac- 
knowledged to  have  the  ri^ht  of  it  so  fEur  as  this — ^that  the  rule  is 
really  ambiguous,  considering  the  presence  of  the  two  words  pHr- 
vq^  That  pOrvaje^  as  used  in  it,  means  ^  the  former  je^  I  do  not 
at  all  believe. 

24.  Also  twie,  when  followed  by  garbham,  upa,  and  eva  rasencu 

The  passages  referred  to  are:  vad  ime  garbham  adadhdtdm 
(iiL4.3* :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word),  ime  updvartsyatah  (vil.3*), 
and  ime  eva  rasend  ^nakti  (vid.ll®).  Two  counter-example^  are 
ffiven :  one  to  show  the  necessity  of  rasena  after  eva^  ima  evd 
^$m4i  lokdh  (114.10^),  and  one  to  show  in  general  the  need  of  spe- 
cifying the  situations  in  which  im^  is  pragraha^  adhvartavyd  vd 
ime  devdh  (iiL2.23). 

^{HNJfl^'^^dHg    ^  II  t^M,  II 

25.  As  also,  in  the  sections  beginning  with  kr&ram,  dpah, 
stgiihj  and  brahmaja^ 

That  is  to  say,  ime  in  the  sections  specified  is  always  pragraha^ 
even  when  otherwise  followed  than  by  the  words  mentioned  in  the 
preceding  rule.  The  commentator  quotes  the  beginning  words  of 
each  section,  and  a  single  example  from  each :  thus,  from  the  sec- 
tion hrdram,  iva  vdi  (v.  1.5 :  only  G.  M.  have  the  last  two  words), 
radasyar  ity  dhe  ^me  vdi  rodasf  (v.  1.5* :  the  only  case  in  the  sec- 

24.  ime  ity  antyawaro  garbhah :  upa :  eva  rasena  :  evamparah 
paddntah^  pragmhah  eydt,    yathd:   yad .*    ime ;    ime 

raaene  Hi  him :  ima ;  evampara  iti  him :  adhv- 

1  G.  M.  om. 

25.  imeiUca^do^'nvddiQoti:  hrdram:  dpah:  scffiih:  brahma 

ja :  *eteshv  anuvdkeahv  ime  ity  antyasvara/i  pHlrvoktaparanimit- 

tdbhdve*  'pi  pragraho  bhavati.    krU- ity  atra  yathd*:  rod- 

dpo ity  atre   'm« •    saj- ity  atra  yathd*: 

etapa brah- ity  atra  yathd:   na ;  je  Hi  kim: 

brah- ity  atra  tray  a ity  asya*  pragrahcUvam  md  bhUd 

iti. 

*  O.  M.  put  before  ime.    ^  W.  Jfidneahu.    '  G.  M.  om.  pam.    *  B.  0.  om.    » B. 
0.  G.  M.  om.    *  B.  om. ;  G.  M.  atra. 
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tion :  B.  O.  begin  the  citation  at  ime) ;  from  the  section  dpo  vanp- 
n€un/a  poUnayah  (y.5.4 :  6.  M.  omit  the  last  word^,  ime  evo  ^pa 
dhaUe  (y.5.4  > :  there  are  two  more  cases  in  the  followmg  divisions)  ; 
from  the  section  sc0ilr  abdah  (y.6.4 :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word), 
eta^  ime  apvind  samvcUaarah  (y.6.4  > :  the  only  case :  only  6.  M. 
haye  the  first  word);  from  the  section  brahma  jajfidnam  (^,2.1"^^  • 
nd  hi  ^me  yajushd  ^ptum  arhati  (y.2.7*  :  the  only  case :  B.  O.  omit 
the  last  word).  The  last  calls  for  a  counteivexample,  to  show  the 
need  of  including  in  the  rule  the  syllable  after  orahma:  there  is 
another  section  beginning  brahmavddino  vadanty  adbhih  (iL6.5 : 
B.  O.  omit  adbhih)  J  which  contains  an  ime  not  pragmha:  tray  a 
ime  lokdh  (ii.6.5^  :  only  G.  M.  haye  tray  ah). 


"^^  II  ^Mi 


26.  As  also  pHrrie. 

The  ca, '  and,'  in  this  rule  merely  brings  down  the  heading  of 
the  last  anuvdka  named  in  the  one  preceding.  In  that  anuvdJca^ 
pdrne  vApragraha:  to  wit,  in  jt>tZrne  upa  dadhdtipdrne  evdi  ^nam 
(y.2.7*) ;  but  not  elsewhere,  as  for  example  in  yo  vdi  pHrna  dnfi- 
cati  (vii.6.6'). 

^  II  \^  II 

27.  Also  drdhe  is  pragrahcu 

The  restrictions  imposed  in  previous  rules  no  longer  hold  good  : 
drdhe  is  pragraha  wherever  met  with.  The  example  given  is  yena 
dydur  ugrd  prthivt  ca  efrdAc  (iy.1.8*).  There  is  another  case  at 
iii.2.43. 

Sfi^  qqf^  II  ^z  11 

28.  Also  ghni  and  cakre^  when  followed  by  jp. 

26.  ca-^abdo  brahmaj€0fldnam  ity  anvddi^ti :  pilrne  ity  antyor 
svaro  brahm^c0fidnam  ity  anuvdke  pragraho  bhavati,  yathd\' 
pHrne ^asminn  anuvdkcf  iti  kim:  yo 

1  B.  0.  G.  M.  om.    (*)  B.  0.  brahnu^'a. 

27.  drdhe  ity  asminn^  antyasvarah  sarvatra*  pragraho  bhavati, 
yathd*:  yena 

»  B.  0.  om.    •  B.  0.  om.    »  B.  0.  G.  M.  om. 

28.  ghnt:    caJere:    ity^  ete  pade  papare  pragrahe*  bhavatah. 

vdr- ;    cakre papare  iti  kim:   yad ;    earn- ; 

ghntcaJcre  iti  kim:  pak- ;  ye- pakdrah*  paro  ydbhydm 

te  papare. 

>  G.  M.  om.    •  G.  M.  -gxhyf-    *  W.  paK 
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The  examples  are:  vdrtraghnt piirnamdae  (iL5.2^) ;  caJere  prshr 
thdni  (vi6.8>):  I  have  noted  no  other  cases.  We  have  then  two 
pairs  of  counter-examples,  to  show  that  these  words  are  pragraha 
oefore  p  only,  and  only  these  words  before  p :  the  first  pair  are 
yad  virdpayd  vdrtraahni  sydt  (vi.l.G^)  and  samidhdna  ccucre  ntcd 
•  tarn  (L2.14^ :  only  W.  has  tarn) ;  the  second,  ^akd  bhdumt  pdn- 
trah  (v.5.18)  and  yeshdm  i^pa^pcUih  (iiil.4^'^). 

^^^rft  II  t^^  II 

20.  Also  nvatt 

Two  examples  are  cited:  omanvatt  te  'smtn  (iL6.9^ :  G.  M.  omit 
the  last  two  words),  and  vrdhanvatS  atndvdsydydm  (ii.5.2^) :  also 
a  counter-example,  proving  that  vcUt  alone  would  not  have  been 
sufficient:  karnakdvaty  etayd  (v.4.7^). 

80.  But  not  when  followed  by  p. 

The  case  here  excepted — the  only  one,  so  far  as  I  have  noticed — 
is  mUrdhanvatS puronuvdkyd  bhavati  (iL6.2^ :  G.  M.  omit  the  last 
word). 


HHI^I  ii^^ii 


81.  SamuA  is  pragraha. 

For  this  word,  G.  M.  cite  Bamtd,  retah  sirlcat(zh  (v.6.4*) ;  B.  O. 
cite  pa^cdt  samtcf  tdbhih  (v.2.3*) ;  W.  g^ives  both  passages.  The 
word  is  met  with  a  dozen  times  or  more  in  the  Sanhit4. 


Rtifr  ^\\%^\\ 


29.  nvatt  ity  antyasvarah^  pragraho  bhavcUi.  yathd*:  om- ; 

vrdhr nakdrena  kim:  karn- 

1  a  antah  a-;  0.  aiUas;    *  B.  0.  G.  M.  om. 

30.  sdmnidhydn  nvati  iti^  *labhy(Ue :  paparo  nvatt  Uy^  antya- 
svarah*  pragraho  na  bhavati.    yathd*:  mUr- 

1  0.  om.    <^  B.  om.    *  B.  ankJt  a-;  0.  anUu^.    *  B.  0.  G.  M.  om. 

81.  samt(^  ity  antyasvarah^  pragraho  bhavati.    yathd*:  sam- 
;  jt>ap- 

^  B.  anku-;  0.  aniyah  «-.    *  B.  0.  G.  M.  om. 

82.  sdmnidhydt  samtct  iti  labhyate :  na  khaiu  samtd  ity  amtyor 
svaro  nakdraparaW pragraho  bhavati.    yathd*:  sam- 

>  G.  M.  om.    *  W.  G.  M.  om. 
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82.  But  not  when  followed  by  n. 

The  case  excepted  is  samtct  ndmd  *«  (v.6.10*).  I  have  noted 
no  other. 

Tft    Mryy(:  II  \^  11 

88.   a  is  proffraha,  when  followed  by  yat  or  pro. 

The  passages  had  in  view  by  this  rule  are :  dikshctvt  tira^  yad 
dpvavdlah  (vi2.1* :  W.  O.  omit  the  first  word,  G.  M.  B.  the  last; 
and  B.  has  the  citation  out  of  place,  after  the  next  but  one);  and 
prdct  pretam  adhvaram  (L2.13^  and  vi2.9®);  besides  two  other 
cases  before  jc>ra  at  vL2.P ;  3.9^.  The  commentator  gives  in  addi- 
tion a  number  of  counter-examples :  to  show  that  c^  is  not  always 
pragraha^  prdct  dipdm  (iv.3.3  *  et  aL :  but  W.  B.  O.  read  instead 
yd  prdct  diky  which  is  not  to  be  found  in  the  Sanhita:  prdci  dik^ 
without  ydy  occurs  at  several  places,  e.  g.  iv.3.6^J ;  to  prove  the 
necessity  of  the  t  of  yat  and  the  r  of  pra^  gdur  ghrtdet  yqfflo  de- 
vdn  jigdti  (il5.7^  :  only  G.  M.  have  the  last  two  words)  and  ta^- 
mdt  papcdt  prddt  pcUny  <mv  dHe  (v.8.7® :  only  G.  M.  have  the  first 
two  words) ;  to  indicate  that  other  endings  than  of  are  not  prch 
graha  in  the  situations  specified,  yad  agnir  vc^ra  ekdda^ni  yad 
agndu  (v.6.7* :  only  G.  M.  have  the  first  three  words)  and  prajor 
nane  prajananan  hi  vdi  (L5.9  > :  only  G.  M.  have  the  last  two 
words). 

*IM^I  II^SlI 

84  Also  dn  moAl ' 

The  passage  is  mcihdn  mahi  astabhdyat  (ii.d.l4*).  Elsewhere, 
maht  IS  not  pragraha:  e.  g.  in  maht  dyduh  prthivi  ca  nah 
(iiL3.]0^  et  aL :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  two  words)';  aiul  even  after  n 
preceded  by  any  other  vowel  than  d:  e.  g.  in  vayundvid  eka  in 
maht  devaaya  (l2.13'  and  iv.1.1  »-^  :  G.  ]Mu  ondt  the  last  word). 


^r^  gf^s  ii^M^ii 


88.  ci  ity  antycuvaro  yatparah  praparo  vd  pragrahah  8ydt\ 

ycUhd*:  dikshr :  prd- evamparaitikim:  prd- ;  to- 

kdrarephdbhydm  kim:  gdur :  taa- ;  ct^Hkim:  yad ; 

praj- 

iQ.  M.  i^vo^t.    *a.  M.om. 

34.  dn  ity  etadvi^hfe  mahtgraJiane  'ntyasvarcA  pragrahah 

9ydt,\    yathd:  mahr dniU kim:  mahi :  dkdrenakim: 

vay- 

1  G.  M.  hhaoaU, 
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85.  Also  the  combination  of  sounds  patt 

The  commentator  explains:  wherever  there  is  ^nU%  i.  e.  'heai> 
ing,'  of  p€U%  there  we  are  to  understand  a  case  of  pragraha-qjidXi' 
ty.  Hitherto  we  have  been  dealing  only  with  padas^  or  complete 
individual  words ;  but  the  i  of  pati  is  uncombinable,  even  when 
that  .audible  combination  is  only  a  part  of  a  pada.  The  selected 
examples  are,  first,  dvdu  patt  vindate  {yLQA^)  and  yuhhaa  pati 
idam  aham  (iii2.10^  :  only  6.  M.  have  tne  last  word),  where  />a^ 
is  a  pada;  then  yam  d^rd  dampatt  vdmam  a^tUah  (iiL2.8^ : 
only  G.  M.  have  the  first  two  words)  and  priyam  indrdhrhaspatt 
(ill  3. 11 1),  where  it  is  part  of  B,pada:  there  are  a  few  other  cases. 

It  is  remarked  at  the  end  of  the  comment,  that,  from  this  rule 
on,  parts  of  words  are  also  subjects  of  prescription  of  pragraha- 
quality. 

86.  Also^nl 

I  have  noted  a  nomber  of  cases  of  gnt  as  dual  of  agnt  and  its 
compounds.  The  commentator  gives  two :  antardgni  pa^ndm  (i. 
6.7*),  and  vigvdmUrqjamadagnl  vasishthena  (iiil.7®  and  v.4.11*). 

87.  But  not  when  followed  by  hi 

The  case  excepted  is  that  of  gnt  occurring  as  nominative  singu- 
lar feminine  of  dindrdgna:  dindragnt  hi  bdrhaspcUyd  (v.5.6'). 
The  commentator  pleads  the  oceurrence  of  indragnt  havdmahe 
**  in  another  text,"  as  justification  of  the  rule,  in  saying  "  by  At," 
instead  of  "  by  A."  But  we  may  question  whether  the  justifica- 
tion is  not  ofiSicious  and  uncalled  for. 

36.  poiti  ity  asya  yatra  yatra  grutW  ^avanam  asti  tatra  tatra 

pragrahatvam  vyfleyam.    yathd:  dvdu ;  ^uhhr ^rutir 

Ui  kim:  yam ;  priy- ity  dddv  api^  paddikadepe  pror 

grahatvdya*. 

*  O.  M.  OQL    *  d.  M.  om.    *  G.  M.  -Uxim. 

36.  gnt  iti pragraho  bhavati\    yathd*:  ant- ;  vipv- 

I  G.  M.  om.    *  G.  M.  om. 

87.  gn(  Ui  sdmnidhydl  labhyate  :  na  khalu  gnt  iti  *  pc^ddrUo  hi- 

pixrah  pragraho  bhavatP.    yathd:    dindr- evampara  iti 

kim:  indr- iti  ^khdntare. 

■  G.  IC  ins.  qpi    *  G.  IC  om. 

VOL.  iz.  16 
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38.  Also  an  ?  or  c  followed  by  vid,  dvdrdu,  krshnah,  cardvah, 
and  yadd. 

The  quoted  passages  under  this  rule  have  each  its  counter-exam- 
ple. The  first  is  dhishane  vidH  satt  vtdayethdm  (L4.1^),  a  double 
case;  and,  to  show  that  vt  alone  would  not  have  been  enough, 
dpuQ  ca  me  vtrudhap  ca  me  (iv.7.6').  Next,  devt  dvdrdu  md  md 
(iii.2.4*),  with  dvddapa  earn  padyarUe  dvdda^  (i.5.7®),  to  prove 
the  need  of  the  rdu  of  dvdrdu.  Again,  yc^Hdyd  ^Hiahthamdne 
krshno  rdpam  krtvd  (vLl.3^ :  only  G.  M.  have  the  first  word; 
they  also  omit  the  last  two  words,  while  B.  O.  omit  krtvd) ;  and 
cdtvdle  krshnavishdndm  prd  ^syati  (vLl.3*:  G.  M.  omit  the  last 
two  words)  justifies  the  A  of  krshnah.  Again,  vivaedndu  ye  card- 
vah  (i.6.10  *),  with  rdye  ca  nah svapcUydya  deva  (v.6.4*  :  G.  M.  omit 
deva)  to  show  that  ca  alone  would  not  have  been  enough:  to  prove 
that  more  than  car  or  card  is  needed,  the  commentator  does  not 
attempt.  Finally,  we  have  qjanan  nannamdne :  yade  ^dam  tdh 
(iv.6.2*  :  only  G.  M.  have  qjanan).  To  this  is  raised  the  question 
whether  yatarUe^  as  coming  before  yad  dr  in  prenipo  yatarUe  yad 
dkshishur  divyam{iY,6,1^ :  only  G.  M.  have  the  first  word),  is  not 
also  pragraha  ?  The  answer  is  an  appeal  to  rule  L60,  "  in  cita- 
tions of  padaSy  SLvada  only  is  to  be  understood :"  but  how  we  are 
to  know  that  an  mtegral  pada  is  meant  to  be  signified  by  yadd^ 
any  more  than  by  vta^  the  commentator  does  not  inform  us. 


89.  But  not  jfie  and  ahne,  under  any  circumstances. 

The  passages  quoted  in  illuEit;ration  of  the  rule  are  varundya 
rdjhe  krehnah  (y.6.11),  and  vanaspa^tndm  enyahne  krshnah 
(v.6.16:  oniyfer.  M.  have  the  first  word) :  these  are  both  excep- 
tions to  the  preceding  rule,  and  are  the  immediate  occasion  of  the 

38 Hty  evampara^  ikdra  ekdro  vd  •  pragraho  bhavati*. 

yathd*:  dhiah- .•  dakdrena^  kim:  dpap .*  devt ;  rdv 

iti  kim:  dvdd- ;  yaj- ;  visargena  kim:  cdt- :  viv- 

.•    rdva  iti  kim:    rdye ;    aj- nanu*  pre- ity 

atra  pragrahatva7h  kim  na  sydt.   padagrahaneshu  padarh 

gamy  eta  (L50)  itC  vacandn  na  bhavatf  ^ti  brUmah, 

»  G.  M.  eshu  pareshu.    «  G.  M.  ins.  paddntah.    «  G.  M.  om.    *  W.  G.  M.  om. 
*  G.  M.  vid  iH.    •  G.  M.  om.    '  G.  M.  (Ura,    «  W.  pravarttUe;  G.  M.  om. 

39.  Jfie :  ahne :  ity^  etayor  antyaevaro  nityam  pragraho  na 

sydt.    yathd:  var- .*  van- .•  vtdddi  (iv.38)  prdptir  ana- 

yoh.    nitya^bdah  prdptyantarapratibandhakah*.    yath4*:    yaj- 

.•    gamayatobhavatah  (iv.62)   ity  ddind  prdptih:    sva- 

;  somdyasva  (iv.48)  iti  prdptih. 

*  G.  M.  om.    *  B.  0.  -pratiahedh- ;  G.  M.  prdptydmshedhaprayqjanakfih,    *  G 
M.  om. 
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introduction  here  of  this  one.  But  the  addition  of  nityam^  *■  con- 
stantly, in  all  cases,'  excepts  the  same  words  from  the  action  of 
any  other  rule :  for  example,  of  rules  62  and  48,  which  would  oth- 
erwise apply  in  the  passages  yqjfle  'pi  kartor  iti  tdv  abriUdm 
(iL6.7*)  and  svar^fle  novdhdu  (y. 6,21). 

40.  Te  and  tlie,  however,  are  pragraha  in  a  word  of  more  than 
two  syllables,  if  preceded  by  d  or  e. 

The  class  of  words  here  aimed  at,  of  course,  is  composed  of  sec- 
ond and  third  persons  plural  of  present  and  perfect  tenses  middle 
of  verbs.  The  commentator  quotes  several  instances :  etasniin  vd 
etdu  mrjdte  yo  vidoishdnayoh  (iL2.6'"^  :  only  G.  M.  have  the  first 
three  words,  and  they  omit  the  last  word) ;  ^krd  manthindu 
grhyete  (vi4.10*) ;  pra  prthivyd  riricdthe  divap  oa  (iv.2.11  * :  only 
G.  M.  have  the  first  and  the  last  two  words) ;  and  drnhand  yam 
nudethe  (iv.7.15^).  Then,  to  justify  the  requirement  of  a  prece- 
ding d  or  6,  we  have  given  us  d  vr^ycUe  vd  etad  yajamdnah 
(iii.3.8' :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word);  of  a  polysyllabic  word,  tat 
pravdte  vi  ahqjanti  (vL4.7^  :  see  Imder  i.48)  and  yad  ete  grhyante 
(iii.3.6*) ;  the  restriction  to  the  endings  te  and  the^  anUcyamdna  d 
sddayati  (ii.2.67,ll>). 

As  to  the  special  significance  of  <w, '  however,'  in  this  rule,  two 
of  our  commentator's  three  chief  authorities,  Vararuci  and  Mahi- 
sheya,  are  reported  by  him  as  at  variance.  The  former  maintains 
that  it  indicates  the  cessation  of  regard  had  to  the  words  specified 
in  rule  38  as  occasions  of  joro^raAo-quality ;  the  latter,  that  it  pre- 
scribes the  annulment  of  continued  implication  of  the  exceptions 
mentioned  in  rule  39,  and  of  what  was  there  signified  by  the  word 
nityam.  Vararuci's  view  is  declared  the  better  one,  and  with  good 
reason — ^unless,  indeed,  we  prefer  to  ascribe  to  the  word  a  general 
change  of  subject,  from  mention  of  individual  words  to  the  de- 
scription of  a  class. 

40.  bahusvara^a  padasya  sambandhf  te  iti  the  iti  vd  '  ^^kdra- 

pCtrva  ekdrapHrvo  vd  pragraho  bhavati.    yathd:  et- .*  puk- 

.•  pra ;  drnh- evamptlrva  iti  kirn:   d  vrp- .• 

trtni ;  bahusvarasye  Hi  kim:  tat ;  yad ;  tetlie  iti 

kim  :  arnXo vt dddi  (iv. 3 8 )  nimittasdpekshatdnivartaka^s  tu- 

pabda  iti  vararucipakahah :    mdhisheyapaksfuia    tu  vakahyate*: 

piXrvas^dtroktaniahedhanityapdbdqjfidpitdnuvrttim*       nivdrayatf 

'<*•;  tatra'  vararucimatam  rnciram.    bahavah  svard  yasmin  tad 

bahuavaram:  tctsya.    atra  svarapabdopdddndc^  ca*  bahupabdena 

vyaktibhedo  vijneyah, 

»  W.  -dhiya,  «  G.  M.  ina.  ^dah.  «  G.  M.  ucyak.  *  G.  M.  -dharh  nit-.  »  G. 
M.  vdr-.  *  G  M.  om.  ^  G.  M.  aird.  ^  W.  hdhusvarofobdopdddmtd ;  B.  O.  hahu- 
gparatHlpafabdena  updddnatd.    *  W.  B.  0.  om. 
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The  commentator's  final  remark  as  to  hahu9t)ar(uya  \%  obscure 
to  me. 

7\    imfe  II  ^\  II 

41.  But  not  gdrydte. 

Namely,  in  the  passage  ^drydte  apibah  ifuJUm/a  (i.4.18:  G.  M. 
omit  the  last  word).  An  exception  to  the  preceding  rule,  by  ex- 
press mention  of  the  excepted  word, 

^   Hr-IIHHH5jHHWQ|l*JJM^4I^Hy     \\^\\\ 

42.  Te  is  prcbgraha  when  followed  by  md  pdtam^  namah, 
enam  abhi,  vdyuh,  garhham^  upa,  ahcLs,  ana  iu. 

The  passages,  as  quoted  by  the  commentator,  are :  vdm  d  rahhe 
te  md  pdtam  d  ^sya  (L2.2  *'^ :  only  G.  M.  have  the  first  three  words), 
with  te  md  ^smin  yajfU  (iii.2.4>),  to  show  the  necessity  of  inclu- 
ding pdtam  in  the  rule ;  puncu  te :  name  'gnaye  'pratividdhdya 
(15.10':  only  G.  M.  have  the  last  word),  with  te  na  vy  ajayanta 
(v.4.1 '),  to  prove  that  na  alone  would  not  have  been  enough;  te 


^ 


(vLl.6*),  to  show  why  the  ytth  of  vdyuh  was  needed;  te  garbham 
adadhdtdm  (iiL4.3*),  without  any  counter-example  to  prove  that 
ga  would  not  have  answered  the  purpose ;  te  upd  ^mantrayanta 
(vi.1.81);  ^  ahordtrayoh  (vll.3*);  te  tv  dva  no  ^tsrfye  ity  dhuh 
(viL6.7  * :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  two  words),  with  te  te  dhdmdny  wp- 
masi  (i.3.6*),  to  show  that  t  not  followed  by  m  is  not  enough  to 
determine  the  pragraha-qaahtj.  Then,  as  rarther  counter-exam- 
ples, we  have  te  devdh  (i.4.10*  et  aL)  in  proof  that  te  is  not  pra- 
graha  before  other  words  than  those  here  mentioned;  and  brhad 
vkshe  namah  (i.4.26),  amyshmin  loka  tipa  ^e  (v.3.7^),  and  yanti 

41.  pdrydta  ity  antyasvardh^  pragrdho  na*  bhavati.    yathd: 

pdr- pdrvasiltraprdptdu*  satydrh  kanthoktanisfiedho*  'nena* 

vidhtyate. 

*  B.  -yah  s-.    '  0.  om.    «  G.  M.  -fo-e^a  pr-;  B.  -tre  pr-.    *  G.  M.  -ktyd  n-,    »  G. 
M.  om. 

42.  * evamparaa  te  iti  ^abdah  pragrahah  sydt.    yatM: 

vdm .'  pdtam  Ui  kim:  te .•  punas .•  ma  iti  him:  te 

;  te  e- ;  abhi  Hi  kim:  ta .•  te  v- ;  yur  iti  kim: 

te  V' .'  te  gor .■  te  ur ;  te  ahr ;  te  tv ;  fJed- 

renakim:  te  te evampara  iti  kim:  te  d- ;  te  iti  kim: 

hxhr :  amr ;  yanti 

iW.  B.0.lii8.<i.    *G.  M.  om.  ^ 
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vd  eU  savanddf/e  *h€th  (vu.5.6^),  showing  that  only  te  \&pragraha 
in  the  situations  defined. 

These  are  not  all  the  instances  found  in  the  Sanhitd  of  te  as  pra- 
graha;  one  was  disposed  of  by  rule  20  above,  and  at  least  one  or 
two  others  come  unaer  the  action  of  other  rules  of  this  chapter. 

48.  But  not  when  unaccented,  under  any  circumstances. 

That  is  to  say,  even  in  such  a  situation  as  would  bring  it  other- 
wise under  the  preceding  rule.  The  example  quoted  is  bdhur 
hhydm  tUa  te  natnah  (iv.S.P) :  if  the  text  contains  others,  I  have 
fiaUed  to  notice  them.  The  specification  nityam  has  its  usual 
force,  as  suspending  the  application  of  all  rules  to  the  contrary, 
wherever  found :  for  example,  that  of  rule  62,  below,  in  the  pas- 
sage namcu  te  astv  dyudhdya  (iv.5.1^). 

^   rfg^t^ftsri^OTTi^^^^:  II  ^^  II 

44  Ete  is  pragraha  when  followed  by  tanuvduy  vdi  sam^  eva, 
hi,  yajfUij  pad,  and  ishtah 

The  passages,  as  quoted  by  the  commentator,  are:  tasydi  ^te 
tanuvdu  (v. 7.3^) ;  ete  vdi  samvatsaraaya  cakshiishi  (iL6.6* :  G.  M. 
omit  the  last  word),  with  ete  vd  iddydi  standh  (i.7.1^  :  G.  M.  omit 
the  last  word)  as  counter-example,  showing  that  before  vdi  not 
followed  by  sam  the  word  is  not  pragrana;  sa  ete  eva  nama- 
Bvann  upd  ^dhavat  (ii5.6* :  only  G.  M.  have  the  first  word,  and 
they  omit  the  last  two) ;  ete  hi  aevdiidm  (iL5.0^  :  another  case  at 
vij.5.7');  caJcahushi  vd  ete  yajnasya  (ii6.2*  et  aL :  compare  also 
the  nearly  identical  passage  vi.2.11*) ;  yajfiaaya  hy  ete  pade  atho 
(v.1.6®"* :  W.  omits  the  first  word) ;  and  yad  ete  ishtake  upada- 
ahdti  (v.3.5^).  Counter-examples  would  have  been  in  place  to 
show  that,  in  citing  the  last  three  fragments  of  words,  the  rule  had 
taken  no  more  than  just  what  was  sufficient  for  its  purpose;  but 

43.  md  pdtam  ityddiparo  *pi  te  ity  antyasvaro^  'nuddtto  nityam 

pragraho  na  bhavati,    yathd*:  hdhr nityam  iti  kirn:  la- 

kshandntaraprdptasyd  ^pi  pratishedho*  yathd  sydt:  na- .•  ga- 

mayatobhavatah  (iv. 52)  ity  ddind^ prdptih, 

'  0.  -yah  w-.    *  Or.  M.  om.     '  G.  M.  nw^-.    *  0.  G.  M.  om. ;  B.  aniycL 

44.  * ity  evampara  ete  ity  antyasvarah*  paddntah*  pra- 
graho bhavati,    yathd:  tas- ;  ete ;  samitikim:  ete ; 

sa ;  ete ;  cak- ;  yaj- ;  yad *evampara  iti 

kim:  atha ;  ete  iti  kim:  man- ;  pushr ;  agre ; 

9apt- * 

>  B.  0.  ins.  «fe.    •  0.  -yah  a-,    »  O.  M.  om.    <<>  W.  B.  O.  om. 
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they  are  not  furnished.  The  general  counter-examples  under  this 
rule,  like  those  under  the  last  but  one,  proving  that  only  ete  \9 
pragraha  before  the  words  specified,  and  eU  itself  before  them  only, 
are  given  by  G.  M.,  but  omitted  in  the  other  manuscripts :  they 
are  atha  katama  ete  devd  iti  (116.9^),  manuta  evdi  ^nam  etdni 
{v,5.6^)y  piishkaraparne  hy  enam  upa^ritam  (v.  1.4*:  MSS.  -pm- 
ta?n),  ayre  yc^napathh  dhatta  (Ll.6'),  and  saptame  pcuie  Jt^hoti 
(viJ.8»). 

^J^  STfJ":  \\d\i\ 

45.  As  also,  the  letter  following  the  two  last  mentioned. 

The  "two  "  of  the  rule  are  pad  and  ishtak;  and  the  commenta- 
tor makes  the  further  obvious  specification  that  the  letter  follow- 
ing them  is  pragrafui  only  when  they  themselves  follow  ete^  as 
prescribed  in  the  preceding  rule.  He  quotes  the  passages  referred 
to:  yqjflasya  hy  ete  pade  atho  (v.  1.6 3*  :  W.  omits  to  pade^  B.  O. 
to  ete)^  and  yad  ete  ishtake  upadadhuti  (v.8.5*) ;  adding,  to  show 
the  necessity  of  the  limitation  made  by  him,  the  counter-examples 
aaptame pade  juhoti  (vi.l.Si),  and  tasyCis  te  devi  ^shtake  (iv.2.9^). 

46.  Also  one  followed  by  sthah. 

There  is  a  natural  reason  for  this  rule,  sthah  being  a  dual  verb, 
and  so,  apt  to  be  preceded  by  a  dual  noun.  I  have  noted  near  a 
dozen  cases  in  the  text ;  the  one  cited  in  illustration  by  the  com- 
mentator is  vishnoh  ^yaptre  sthah  (12.13^).  To  show  that  stha 
instead  of  sthah  would  not  answer,  is  given  etasinin  loke  stha  yu- 
shtndns  te  'nu  (iiL2.56  :  only  G.  M.  have  the  first  two  words,  and 
they  omit  the  last  three). 

47.  As  also,  one  following  them  both. 

Following,  namely,  a  sthah  and  a  preceding  pragraha  word : 
for  example,  ^ilpe  sthas  te  vam  d  rahhe  (i.2.2  * :  but  this  citation  is 
wanting  m  G.  M.),  and  drdhe  sthah  pithire  samfci  (111.2.4^).  A 
counter-example,  of  a  word  following  sthah  only,  is  vrshandu  stha 
vrvadi  (i.3.7*). 

45.  nimittina  upari  vartamdnayoh  padishtakpabdayoh^  para* 

*tkdra  ekdro  vd*  pragraho  hhavatL    yathd :  yaj- .*  yad ; 

nimittina  upari  vartamdnayor  iti  kim  :  sapt- .*  tas- 

*  B.  0.  dvayoh  padiahtak  Uy  etayof  cakdrdnvddishtayoh ;  G.  M.  pai  isJUaka  ilby 
etayoh  cakdrdnvdcUshtayoh  dvayoh.    ^  B.  0.  parcUa.    <^  G.  M.  om. 

46.  stha  ity  evampara  tkdra  ekdro  vd  paddntah  pragraho  hha- 
vaH.    yctthd:  vishr visargena  kim :  et 
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The  commentator  then  proceeds  to  point  out  that  the  difference 
in  phraseology  between  this  rule  and  the  last  but  one — dvayoh^ 
'  two,'  being  used  in  the  one,  and  vbhayoh^ '  both,'  in  the  other — 
indicates  a  diflference  of  meaning.  Above,  the  two  affecting  causes 
{nimiUa)  specified  in  the  preceding  rule,  each  along  with  the  word 
affected  by  it  {nimittin)^  were  intended ;  here,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  two  aimed  at  are  an  affecting  and  an  affected  wOrd. 

HIHN^rlJHH  II St: ii 

48.  Also  in  the  section  beginning  somdya  svcu 

The  section  in  question  is  v.6.21:  it  was  necessary  to  add  sva^ 
in  order  to  distinguish  it  from  that  beginning  somdya  pitrmate 
(L8.6).  It  contains  thirteen  jwa^raAcw,  of  which  the  commentator 
cites  several  together:  p,vi  dve  dhenH  bhdumi  (v.6.21*:  G.  M. 
omit  hhdumt) :  three  of  these,  however,  would  be  disposed  of  by 
the  three  rules  next  following. 

t  II  ^\  II 

49.  Also  dve. 

This  word,  which  occurs  about  forty  times  in  the  T&ittiriya 
text,  is,  of  course,  always  pragraJia.  Tne  commentator  cites  two 
instances:  dvedve  sam  bharati  (L6.8^),  and  yad  dve  na^etdm 
(iL6.3*). 

qr^  II  \o  II 

47.  cakdrdnvddiahtayoh  pllrvasittroktanimittammiUinor^  vbhor 
yoh  para  tkdra  ekdro  vd  paddntah  pragraho  bhavati.    yathd: 

pil- ;  drdhe ubhayor  iti  kim:  vrshr parap  ca 

dvayor  (iv.46)  iti  *  vdcya  ubhayor  iti  pabddntaram*  arthdntara- 

jiidpaJcarn^:  nimittisahitayoh*  pHrvasHtroktayor  nimittayoh  parah 

pragraho  bhavati:  parap  ca  dvayor  (iv.45)   iti  sUtrdrthah : 

atra  tu*  sUtre  nimtttanimittinor^  ubhayoh  parah  pragrahah  sydd 

iti  vipeshdd^  bhedo  vijneyah*. 

^  G.  M.  purvokkt-.  *  B.  ins.  kirh  ca ;  0.  ins.  ca,  '  G.  M.  -taraprayogah.  *  G. 
M.  'kak,  « G.  M.  'ttaa-.  •  G.  M.  om.  '  G.  M.  'UinimiUayoh.  »  B.  -shana;  0. 
sheffa ;  G.  M.  vishaya.    *  G.  M.  drashtavyah. 

48.  somdya  svardjfle  (v.6.21)   ity  a^sminn  anuvdka  tkdra 

ekdro  vd  paddntah  pragraho  bhavati,    yaZhd:  avi ity  ddi. 

sve  Hi  kim:  somdya  pitrmate  (i.8.6)  tYy  atra  md  bhUd  iti. 

49.  dve  ity  antyasvarah  paddiitah}  sarvatra  pragraho  bhavati^. 
yathd*:  dve- :  yad 

1  G.  M.  om.    ^  G.  M.  om.    '  G.  M.  0.  om. 
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SO.  As  also,  the  following  word. 

The  comment  instances  hat  one  case,  a  donhle  one :  dve  pukle 
dve  krshne  mUrdhanvatth  (v. 3.1*:  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word).  Of 
such  the  text  contains  more  than  a  dozen,  bat  they  are  not  worth 
referring  to  in  detail 

^ct^oM^ril    4T"  II H.^  II 

51.  Likewise  the  next  but  one. 

The  api^ '  likewise,'  in  this  rule  ^s  explained  as  brinj?ing  forward 
dve  from  the  last  rule  but  one ;  another  application  of  the  "  princi- 
ple of  the  frog's  leap."  The  cited  examples  are  dve  hy  ete  devate 
(11.1.9^:  but  G.  M.  omit  this  citation),  and  dve  vdva  devaaatre 
(viL4.6*).  By  rule  L48,  devasatre^  though  a  divisible  componnd 
(pdda-iQxt^  devascUre  iti  devorsatre)^  is  reckoned  as  but  a  single 
pada  for  the  purposes  of  this  precept :  another  like  case,  dve  sa- 
vane  gukravatt  (vi.1.6*),  was  expressly  quoted  as  an  illustration 
under  the  former  rule.  At  vL6.43  (dve  jdye  vindate)  is  a  case 
where  the  action  of  the  rule  is  suspended  by  a  later  one,  iv.64. 

Hfy-^IHIHI'i^lHNNMplRl^HWlBiillM^iHI^^- 

52.  Before,  and  within  six  words  of,  gamayataK,  hhavaiah 
(except  when  it  follows  ii),  tonfi  yat,  akarot,  kurydt  (in  ishti 
passages),  abrdtdm^  pra  varta^  dstdm,  stabhnitdm^  vdcayati, 
mbhrtas  ta,  agnim  gdyatram,  tdbhydm  eva,  vbhdihydm^  and 
avdniaram. 

Of  the  words  here  specified,  some  are  duals,  and  so  would  natu- 
rally have  other  duals,  with  pragralia  endings,  in  their  vicinity ; 
in  other  cases,  the  collocation  is  purely  accidental 

The  d  in  the  rule  is  declared  to  be  intended  this  time  "  inclu- 
sively "  {tena  saha, '  along  with  the  specified  limit :'  compare  the 
scholiast  to  Panini  iil.ld);  and  the  necessity  of  the  specification 

50.  cakdro  dve  ity  anvddi^i:  dve  ity  etasmdt^  para  tkdra 

ekdro  vd paddrUah pragraho  bhavati'.    yathd*:  dve 

1  0.  aamdt    *  6.  O.  sydt;  G.  M.  om.    >  G.  M.  om. 

61.  ekavyaveto^  'pi  dve  ity  etasnidt  para  tkdra  ekdro  vd  padd- 

ntdh  pragraho  bhavati*,    yathd*:  dve ;  dve ekena  pa- 

dena*  vyaveta*  ekavyavetah.  api^abdo  dve  ity  anvddipati  man- 
ddkaplutinydyena, 

>  B.  0.  -vahUo,    '  Q.  M.  om.    '  G.  M.  om.    «  G.  K  cm.    *  W.  vyavahUa, 
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^^  within  six  words "  is  explained  as  arising  from  rale  LdO^  which 
would  limit  the  meaning  of  "  before  "  to  *  the  word  standing  next 
before.'  This  involves  a  misinterpretation  of  the  rule  referred  to, 
which  was  made  for  quite  another  purpose  (see  the  note  upon  it). 
No  such  special  and  technical  ground  is  needed  to  justify  the  temm 
of  the  present  rule,  which  are  of  obvious  and  incontestable  pro- 
priety. 

The  commentator's  example  for  gamayatah  is  te  evdi  ^nam  prcir 
tishthdm  gamayatah  (u.\A^):  I  have  noted  no  other  case.  For 
bhaoatahy  he  gives  tittardvatt  bhavatah  (v.4.8*) ;  with  the  counter- 
example cUkshafite'fUandmdndv  rtil  bhavatah  {vu,4.S^)y  to  show 
the  necessity  of  the  restriction  imposed  by  the  rule  in  the  case  of 
this  word.  There  are  quite  a  number  of  other  passages  where 
bhavatah  assures  the  />ra^raAa-quality  to  words  m  its  neighbor- 
hood: I  have  noted  il2.23,ll*«^;  3.2»,3*,43'*,82:  iii.l.7S9«;6.4*: 
v.4.6^;5.l2:  viil.4^;  2.1^  twice.  With  regard  to  the  limitation 
anitkdrdty  the  commentator  remarks  that  although  simple  absence 
is  the  primary  significance  of  its  negative  prefix,  yet  another  mean- 
ing is  here  assumed,  in  accordance  ^ith  the  requirements  of  the 
case :  that  is  to  say,  ^'  after  a  notrtl "  is  to  be  understood  as  ^  after 
any  letter  but  ii.'  For  tanil  yat,  we  have  ete  vdi  mahdyajfUiayd 
^fUye  tanU  yat  (iL2.7*  :  I  have  found  no  other  case) ;  and,  aa  coun- 
ter-example, to  justify  the  inclusion  of  yat^  paripataye  tvd  grhnd- 
mi  tanHnaptre  tvd  (l2.10^  :  only  W.  has  the  last  word).  For  cUca- 
roty  bttdhnavatt  agravati  ydjydnuvdkye  aJcarot  (iL3.4* :  another 
case  at  ii2.8*).  For  kurydt^  mdnavt  rcdu  dhdyye  kwrydt  (il2.10* : 
another  case  at  11.3.3^);  with  the  counter-example  agnaye  ddtre 
purodd^m  ashtdkapdlam  kurydt  (iL6.5^),  to  explain  the  re- 
striction to  2«Af /-passages.  The  ishtis  are  defined  as  bein^  ^'  the 
three  prapnas  beginning  with  the  tenth,  but  excepting  th£  final 
anuvdkas "  (which  have  before  received  the  designation  y^d) ! 
that  is  to  say,  iL2.1-l  1 ;  3.1-13 ;  4.1-13.  There  are  other  passages 
besides  the  one  quoted  proving  the  necessity  of  the  restnction  in 
question:  thus  v.4.7^:  vii5.6>.  For  ahrdtdm  is  cited  ^  abrHtdm 
varath  vrndvahdi  (iL6.2*,6*:  another  case  at  v.2.3^).  For  pra 
varta^  havirdhdne prdct pravartayeyuh  (iiLl.3 *);  with  the  counter- 

52.  gamayaitah:  bhavato  *ntlkdrdt:  Hkdravyatiriktavarndt  ptJh 
ram  bhavcUa  iti  '  ;  yady  apy  abhdvo  mukhydrthas  tathd  ^pi  tad- 
anydrthatd^  svikrtd*  lakshydnusdrdt :  tana  yat:  akarot:  kurydd 
Uhtishu:  ishtayo  *  dapamddaycu  trayah  pra^d  tUtamdnuvdkch 

var}Udh\'  abriXtdm : ity  evampara  d  ahaahfhdt  paddt  pUrvo 

vartamdna  tkdra  ekdro  vd  paddntah  pragraho  ^havatf.    abhivL 

dhdv  ay  am  dkdrah:  tena  aahe  Hy  abhividhih.    yathd:  te .* 

utt- ;  anUkdrdt param  itikim:  dikah-....:  ete ;  yadUi 

kim:  pari ;  budhr ;  mdn- ;  iahfishv  iti  kirn:  agnr 

;  te ;  hav- ;  vctrte  Hi  kim:  te .•  ime ;  vdtp- 

;  utt- ;  M----.'  te^  Hi  kim:  manm- ;  ete ;  gdych 
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example  te  'ditydn  sam  adhriyarUa  tvaydpra  jdndme  Hi  (vLl.6  * : 
G.  M.  end  at  /wa),  to  show  why  varta  was  added  to  pra.  For 
dstdm,  ime  vdi  aahd  ^^stdm  (1114.3  * :  another  case  at  Iv.S.lO^ ).  For 
8tabhnUdm,  vdi^vadevdynimdnUe  ukthe  avyathayanti  stabhnUdm 

iiv.4.23).  For  vdcayati,  uttame  dudumbari  vdcayati  (v.  1.10^"^). 
Tor  hibhrtaa  td,  te  eva  yajamdnasya  reto  bibhrtaa  ta»mdt  (v.6.8*) ; 
with  the  counter-example  manmahe  ydv  dtmanvad  bibnrto  ydu 
(lv.V.16^),  to  show  that  bibhrtah  alone  would  not  have  answered 
the  purpose  of  the  rule.  Doubtless  the  single  case  Is  provided  for 
In  this  rule  rather  than  In  42,  above,  because  there  are  cases  of  ta 
eva  In  the  Sanhlta  which  It  would  have  made  trouble  to  distin- 
guish properly  from  this  one.  For  agnirh  gdyatramy  ete  dadhdte 
ye  agnim  gdyatram  (vl.3.63) .  with  the  counter-example  sadhaathe 
* gnim  purishyam  (iv.1.3"),  to  show  that  the  addition  oi  gdyatram 
was  needful.  For  tdbhydm  ever,  ete  vdi  yqfnasyd  ^fljasdyant  aruti 
tdbhydm  eva  (vil.2.12 ;  3.63,73,93 ;  4.1 3,2*,43).  With  reference  to 
this  passage,  the  commentator  raises  the  dimculty  that  ete,  one  of 
the  words  Intended  to  be  determined  as  pragraha.  Is  not  within  six 
words  of  eva,  one  of  the  two  words  specified  In  the  rule  as  condi- 
tioning its  />ra^aAa-character  within  that  distance ;  but  he  de- 
clares it  of  no  account,  since  what  is  within  reach  of  any  part  of 
the  assigned  cause  (nimitta)  is  within  reach  of  that  cause  in  its 
entirety.  For,  he  says,  in  common  life  also,  a  quality  belonging 
to  a  part  is  ascribed  to  the  whole  which  contains  that  part :  for 
example,  people  say  "  Devadatta  has  an  ear-ring,"  when  it  is  really 
his  ear  that  has  the  ring.  Truly  a  most  lucid  and  convincing  illus- 
tration !  The  necessity  of  the  eva  is  proved  by  the  counter-exam- 
ple apa  hanay  agne  tdbhydm  patema  (iv.'7.13" :  G.  M.  omit  the 
last  word).  For  uhhdbhydm,  ye  dve  aJiordtre  eva  te  vhhdbhydm 
(vil4.4*).  Finally,  for  avdnfaram,  utsrjye  ity  dhur  ye  avdntaram 
\vii.6.7") ;  with  the  counter-example  aam  te  'va  te  hedah  (li6.12*), 
to  prove  that  ava  would  not  have  been  enough  alone. 

o 
53.  But  not  grdm%  varcasi,  mithuni,  mdse,  loke,  dhatte, 

tram  iti  kim :  aadhr ;  ete atra  padadvayam  ekam^  ni- 

mittam  ity*  etepadam^^  uddi^d  ^^ahashthaniyamabha/igapraaanga 
iti  cet:  ^^nd  ^yam  bhangaprasangah*^'  nimittdikade^asya  shaah- 
thatvopapatteh  aakalaayd  '*pi  nimittaaya^*  ahaahthatvam  vpapa- 
dyate:  lake  *py  avayavadharmend  ^vayavifio  'pV*  vipeahaaiddheh: 
tathd  hi :  karne  kundalam  dhdrayantarh  kundali  devadatta  iti  va- 

danti.    eve  Hi  kim  :  apa ;  ye ;  ut- .•  antaram  iti  kim : 

aam .*   d  ahaahthdd  iti  kim:  para   ity  uttarah  (1.30)  iti 

paribhdahayd  ^nantaraaydi  ^va  paratvarh  sydt:  tan  md  bhUd  iti. 

'  Q.  M.  ins.  padajii  naUo.  *  G.  M.  -tdm.  *  G.  M.  -kdrytk  *  G.  M.  ins.  ndma, 
*  G.  M.  'karahiidh.  •  G.  M.  om.  '  W.  B.  0.  ate,  «  G.  M.  eian,  »  0.  eve  'ty. 
x'  0.  eUU  p'.  <">  B.  O.  mdi  'vaim  pros-;  G.  M.  om.  hhaiiga.  >*  W.  0.  -tyd  'pL 
^^  B.  0.  G.  M.  om. 
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These  are  words  which,  occurring  within  six  of  those  mentioned 
in  the  last  rule,  would  be  pragrdha  if  not  thus  specially  excepted. 
The  commentator  quotes  the  passages  in  which  they  occur,  as  fol- 
lows: grdmy  eva  hhavati  ganavatt  ydjydnuvdkye  bhavatah 
(iL3.3*:  another  nearly  identical  case  is  found  at  ii.2.11*);  brah- 
mavarccuy  eva  bhavaty  ubhayato  rukmdu  bhavatah  (11.3.2^);  atha 
mithunt  bhavatah  (vi5.8^)  ;  pHhiamdse  prd  ^yachat  tdv  abrdtdm 
*(ii5.2^);  lake  pratitishthanto  yanti  dvdu  shadahdu  bhavatah 
(viii.ll^) ;  and  dhatte  jyotishmarUdv  asmd  imdu  lokdu  b/iavatah 
(iL6.2*). 

54  Nor  ate,  in  a  single  word,  nor  ave,  under  any  circum- 
stances. 

After  paraphrasing  the  rule,  in  a  way  which  shows  that  he  re- 
gards the  specifications  "  in  a  single  word  "  and  "  under  any  cir- 
cumstances ag  both  alike  referring  to  each  of  the  "parts  of  words" 
mentioned,  the  commentator  proceeds  to  cite  illustrative  passages, 
as  follows:  ava  rundhate'tirdtrdv  abhito  bhavatah  {\ii.2.6^;  4.1^ ^ 
2*,3* :  another  nearly  identical  case  is  found  atvii.4.5*);  abhydr 
hvayate  vajram  enam  ahhi  pra  vartayati  (iii.2.9*'^) ;  and  andtatd- 
ya  dhrahnuve:  nbhdbhydm  uta  te  namah  (iv.6.1*  :  B.  O.  omit  the 
last  word,  and  G.  M.  the  last  two).  To  show  the  necessity  of  spe- 
cifying that  aJte  should  form  part  of  a  single  word,  he  quotes  eva 
te  vhhdbhydm  (vii.4.43).  The  limitation  nityam,  'under  any  cir- 
cumstances,' is  explained  in  the  usual  manner,  as  intended  to  ex- 
clude the  operation  of  other  rules  besides  the  one  (iv.62)  here  espe- 
cially aimed  at :  for  the  appropriate  examples  we  are  referred  to 
the  comment  upon  rule  L69,  where  they  are  given  in  connection 
with  the  illustration  of  another  point. 

53 eteshv^  arUyasvaro  gamayato  bJiavata  ityddiparo  *p% 

pragraJio  na  bhavati,    yathd^:  grd- ;  brah- .*  atha .• 

pHr- .•  loke ;  dhatte 

*  G.  M.  eshv.    '  G.  M.  om. 

54.  iiishedham  cakdro'nvddi^ati,  ate:  ave:  tty  anayoh paddi- 
kadepayar  antyasvarah  aamdnapade  vartamdno  gamayato  bha- 
vata  ityddiparo  'pi  nityam  pragraho  na  bhavati,    yathd\'  ava 

;  abhy :  and- aamdnapada  iti  kim:  eva atra 

nitya^abdah  prdptyantaraparihdrdrthah,  uddharanam'  up  a  ban- 
dhas  tu  decdya  (159)  iti  atitre*  prasangdd  uktam,  aamdnam 
ca  tat  padath  ca  samdnapadam :  tasmint  samdnapade*, 

iti  tribhdshyaratne  prdti^dkhyavivarane 
caturtho  'dhydyah. 
*0.  om.    *  G.  U.  iU  todd',    ^W.s^ena.    *  G.  U.  otn. 
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'Hua  finiaheB  the  rehcarBal  of  the  Torda  with  /mi^aAa-eii dings 
contained  in  the  SanhitL  As  to  the  economy  of  the  method  of 
^tat  rehearsal — whether  It  would  have  been  possible  to  state  the 
facts  ID  fewer  or  briefer  nilea — I  cannot  epeak  with  confidence ;  it 
would  be,  certainly,  a  thankless  task  to  endeavor  to  recast  them  id 
RD  improved  form.  Nor  can  I,  without  a  pada-manuscript,  or  a 
much  more  thorough  and  detailed  study  of  the  text,  with  the  lud 
of  a  commentary,  than  it  has  been  in  my  power  to  make,  judge 
absolutely  the  success  of  the  method  followed-  It  appears,  how- 
ever (with  exception  of  the  equivocal  treatment  of  the  words  in  o, 
pointed  out  under  rule  7),  to  be  complete :  my  excerption  of  the 
text  has  shown  me  no  pro^oAo-e ndings  in  1  and  e  wnich  are  not 
duly  taken  account  of,  nor  any  case  of  final  *  or  e  not  pra^aka  as 
involved  in  the  general  mles  of  the  chapter  without  bemg  duly 
excepted  by  special  precept.  One  or  two  words  whose  endings 
are  treated  as  uncombinable  without  being  pragraha  are  disposed 
of  in  another  chapter  (x.l8). 


CHAPTER    V. 


CtSKTKSTB:  1-3,  introductor;,  relatioD  or  poda  aad  lamhitd  texts;  3,  order  of 
apidioation  of  rules;  4-8,  anomalous  ioBertioDB  of  a  sibilant  and  d;  9-ll\ 
■nomaloas  conversioiis  or  r  and  A ;  11  -19,  anomalous  omissions  of  f ,  «,  A,  m, 
aaAyA;  20-2-^,  trcatmont  of  final  n  and  t  before  palatallettere;  25-26,  before  J; 
37-31,  of  final  m  before  a  consonant;  32-33,  of  Goal  li,  I,  n  before  sibilanti; 
31-31,  of  initial  F  alter  coDSOoantB;  33-11,  of  initial  A  after  consooante. 

'   II  ^  II 

1.  The  following  rules  apply  in  combined  text  (samAiil), 
within  the  compaaa  of  a  single  breath. 

This  is  an  introductory  heading  to  the  main  part  of  the  Prati9&- 
khya — the  rules  for  the  conatruction  of  the  eupnonically  combined 
test  {aamhitd)  from  Its  presupposed  material,  the  /wrffz-text,  where 

1.  athe  Hy  ayam  adliikdrah:  saihhUdydm  ekaprdnabhdva  ity 
Oad  adhih"lam  veditavyam  ita  uUoroiJi  jfod  t 
hiu  'ci  ko  'rthah:  ndndpadatathdh^h. 
iti  'sOtreno  'ktoA'  aarhhit<irt/iah\-  pta-ai^M 
vdiydkarandh"  pMhantP. 
bhdvas  tadlhdvah*:  t> 
tah  sam^achatf. : 
ekaprdnabhdvak : 
gat  tdvdn  ekapdrtal 
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each  word  stands  separate,  as  if  occurring  independently.  It  is  a 
rule  of  far-reaching  force,  applying  through  many  chapters  (for  an 
attempt  to  define  precisely  how  far,  see  the  comment  to  xxiv.2). 
The  matters  treated  in  the  first  two  chapters — the  mode  of  utter- 
ance of  elementary  sounds,  definitions,  general  explanatory  pre- 
cepts, and  the  like — were  with  propriety  first  disposed  of;  the 
separate  rehearsal  of  the  j^rti^raAa-endings,  made  in  chapter  iv.,  is 
more  questionable,  but  defensible  on  the  ground  that  those  end- 
ings exhibit  their  pragraha  character  also  in  the  jt?ae?a-text,  before 
Ui:  but  the  exclusion  of  the  vowels  irregularly  protracted  in 
9cmhitd^  as  rehearsed  in  the  third  chapter,  is  quite  anomalous  (see 
note  to  iiLl). 

The  commentator  defines  samhitd  by  quoting  a  later  rule 
(xxiv.3),  which  declares  it  to  be  "the  union  of  separate  words  in 
euphonic  combination ;"  referring  at  the  same  time  to  the  rule  of 
Panini  (L4.109),  as  the  account  of  it  given  by  "the  granmiarians.'' 
For  ekaprdnahhdve  he  first  gives  us  Atreya's  simple  paraphrase ; 
but  then  goes  on  to  explain  it/  more  fully,  as  'that  which  is 
brought  about,  generated,  uttered,  with  a  single  breath;  such 
portion  of  the  Veda,  namely,  as  is  uttered  by  the  help  of  one  expi- 
ration ' — the  condition  of  pada,  or  separated  and  euphonically 
independent  words,  recurring  with  the  pause  that  follows  the 
expiration.  That  is  to  say,  if  the  repeater  of  the  text  has  to  pause 
to  take  breath  where  there  is  no  regular  avasdna^  or  pause  of  inter- 
punction  (such  as  separates  the  pddas  of  a  verse :  its  length  is 
taught  in  rule  xxii.l8),  his  last  word  is  thrown  out  of  aandhi  with 
the  next,  and  the  end  of  the  one  and  the  beginning  of  the  other 
must  assume  th^xr  pada  form. 

Now  is  interposed  an  objection :  of  what  use  are  the  two  speci- 
fications "  in  combined  text "  and  "  within  the  compass  of  a  single 
breath  ?"  the  former  is  enough  by  itself.  To  this  it  is  replied :  if 
the  latter  specification  were  not  made,  then  no  pause  after  a  pada 
would  be  authorized  in  the  continuous  samhitd  arrangement :  and 
if  the  other  were  not  made,  then  that  respecting  the  single  breath 
would  apply  also  to  the  padas;  hence  doubt  would  arise  as  to 
where  any  direction  to  be  given  would  have  force:  there  is,  there- 
fore, good  reason  for  the  double  specification. 

dhih,  nanu  aamhUdydm  ity  etdvatdi  ^vd''  ^lam:  ekaprdnabhdva 
iti  vd  ttbhaydramb/ianena*  kim,  ucyate*:  ekaprdnabhdva  ity  and- 
roibhyamdne  pravrttasya  samhitdvidheh  paddvasdnatvarh  ne  ^sh- 
yate:  aaihhitdydm  ity  andrahhyamdne  tu  padeshv  apy  ekaprdnor 
bhdva  upapadyata  iti^^  vakshyamdnarh^^  kdryam  kva^^  bhavatS 
Hi  saihdehah  sydt:  tasmdd^*  asminn^*  ubhaydrambhane^*  prayo- 
Janam  aati. 

»  B.  0.  -fuiyoga.  O  G.  M.  s&trokUi.  »  G.  M.  samhUe  'ty  ar-,  <  W.  B.  G. 
vdigyd-.  ^  G.  M.  hhananti,  *  W.  om.  ^  B.  0.  om.  eva,  ^  B.  0.  -hJuna;  G.  M. 
-UiO^.  *  G.  M.  om.  'ii>  G.  M.  om.  "  B.  G.  M.  -no,  »  B.  0.  G.  M.  ktOra  vd, 
»  G.  M.  tadd,    »  G.  K.  (as-,    »  0.  G.  M.  -bhe;  W.  B.  4>hena. 
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2.  Separation  from  the  text  as  combined — ^that  is  the  funda- 
mental text 

I  cannot  but  believe  the  intent  of  this  precept  to  be  the  same 
with  that  of  the  rule  which  begins  the  second  chapter  of  the  Rik 
Pr.,  samhitd  padoprakrtih^  *  the  jt?aefe-text  is  the  foundation  of  the 
Bamhitd ;'  but  such  intent  is  not  readily  and  distinctly  deducible 
either  from  the  rule  itself  or  from  its  commentary.  The  latter  ex- 
plains that  hereby  is  taught  the  prakrti,  or  proper  form,  of  aathhi- 
td^  the  reason  being  that  a  later  rule  (xxiv.6)  prescribes  as  neces- 
sary to  be  understood,  among  other  things,  ^^ prakrti,  vikrama,  kror 
maP  An  arrangement  which  does  not  deviate  from  the  pada" 
text  as  constituted,  taken  as  supreme,  that  is  to  be  regarded  as  the 
fundamental  text.  By  way  of  illustration  is  then  quoted  the  whole 
series  of  passages  falling  under  the  action  of  rule  x.l3,  below;  pas- 
sages in  which  the  fundamental  or  pada  form  of  certain  words  is 
maintained,  against  the  ordinary  rules  of  euphonic  combination : 
they  are  svaclKd  asy  urvt  cd  ^si  (i.1.9^),  dhanvann  iva  prapd  asi 
(ii.5.12*),  aahdsraaya  pramd  asi  (iv. 4.113  :  G.  M.  put  this  citation 
before  the  preceding  one),  pra  budhniyd  irate  (iv.3.13*),  jyd  iyan 
samane  (iv.G.G^),  d  pUshd  etu  (iL4.6> :  W.  B.  O.  omit  this),  and 
aminanta  evdih  (iiil.ll*).  No  explanation  is  attempted  of  the 
bearing  of  these  examples  upon  the  principle  which  is  laid  down 
in  the  rule  now  in  hand :  we  may  suppose  it  to  be  that,  the  appli- 
cation of  the  rules  of  sandhi  being  denied  in  the  case  of  these  pai^ 
ticular  words,  they  remain  in  aamhitd  in  their  regular  or  natural 
shape  as  shown  in  pada-text — prakrfyd,  as  it  is  elsewhere  termed. 
And  in  this  office  of  the  precept  is  to  be  seen  the  real  ground  of 
its  statement,  rather  than  in  a  provision  against  the  requirements 
of  xxiv.5. 

The  grand  difficulty  in  this  exposition  lies  in  its  quiet  postula- 
tion  of  avicalita/i,  *  unremoved,  not  deviating,'  as  connective  be- 
tween vidhih  and  yathdytiktdt  I  would  sooner  recur  to  the  ety- 
mologic meaning  of  vidhi,  *  dis-posal,  putting  apart,'  and  empha- 

2.  prakrtih  samhitdavarHpam  aneno  ^cyate:  prakrtir  vikra* 

mah  kramah  (xx\v,rt)  iti  vijfleyatvavidhdndt\  yathdyuktdd  ya- 

thdathitdf  padapdthdt  kiltasthdd  avicalUo*  yo  vidhih  sa  prakrti- 

sarhhitd*  vijfleyd:  vidhir  vidhdnam  prakrtir  ity  arthah.    yathd*: 

sva- ;  dharir ;  sah- ;  pra *  jyd ;  d  pH- .* 

ami' atra  aUtre paddndm paraspardnvayo mfthdbhdshyava- 

candc*  cd*  vijfleyah:  toe  ca  vacanam  id  varnaprakrtayah 

(iL7)  ity  atra  pathanti*:  evam  atrd*  ^pi  avaritayor  madhye 

yatra  nicam  (xix.l)  ity  dddu  marUavyam, 

^  W.  rija^atvavidhdt ;  B.  -tvena  vi-;  G.  M.  jHeyatvena  vi-.  *  G-.  M.  -thdwu: 
«  G.  M.  cdline,  *  W.  B.  0.  -Uh  a-.  »  O.  M.  om.  •  G.  M.  -coneno.  *»  G.  M.  om. 
(*  0.  G.  M.  pcJMam.    *  G.  M.  anyabrd. 
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size  its  prefix  vi  sufficiently  to  make  it  take  an  ablativa  adjunct, 
meaning  *  separation  from  [the  state]  as  combined ;'  and  I  have  so 
translated  aoove,  though  far  from  being  confident  that  I  have 
found  the  true  solution  of  the  difficulty.  Neither  vidhi  nor  its 
synonym  vidhdna  occurs  elsewhere  in  the  text,  although  both  are 
£requent  in  the  commentary  (see  Index),  usually  with  the  meaning 
*  rule,  prescription ;'  not  infrequently  also  '  arrangement,  disposal' 
The  commentator  concerns  himself  finally  with  the  gender  of  sd, 
which,  he  says,  comes  under  the  rule  already  once  quoted  from  the 
Mahabhashva  in  explanation  of  a  like  case  (under  ii 7);  and  he 
points  out  nirther  that  the  same  principle  applies  elsewhere — for 
example,  in  xix.l. 

8.  And  here,  that  which  comes  first  is  first  taken. 

That  is  to  say,  in  the  construction  of  the  samhitd  text,  both  the 
words  to  be  treated  and  the  rules  to  be  applied  must  be  taken  up 
in  their  order,  as  they  stand  in  the  text  and  in  the  Prati9akhya  re- 
spectively. A  variety  of  instances  are  given  to  illustrate  the  work- 
ing of  the  principle.  First,  in  hhaksha:  d:  ihi  (iii.2.6*),  the  first 
two  words  are  first  combined,  according  to  x.2,  and  then  their  re- 
sult, hhakshd^  is  combined  with  ihi^  by  x.4,  making  bhakshe  "  'Ai, 
the  true  reading;  whereas,  if  the  second  combination  had  been 
first  made,  forming  e  ^hi^  this  would  have  coalesced  with  bhakaha 
into  bhakshdi  ^hi — which  (though  in  itself,  as  maj  well  be  claim- 
ed, the  preferable  reading)  is  unauthorized  and  mcorrect.  This 
exemplifies  the  application  of  the  rule  to  the  order  in  which  words 
are  to  be  treated ;  for  its  application  to  the  use  of  rules  there  are 
three  examples.  The  first  concerns  the  production  of  the  aamhi- 
dreading  shannavatydi  (vii.2.16)  from  the  jpa€?a-reading  ahat- 
-navatydi:  it  is  accomplished  by  the  successive  application  of  vii.2, 
which  prescribes  the  conversion  of  n  to  n  after  ahat^  and  of  viii.2, 

3.  tcUra  sarhhitdvidhdne  pHrvampilrvam  padam  aUtram  capra- 
ihamam  kartavyam,  yathd:  bhaksha  :  d  :  ihi  :  ity  atra  dtr- 
ghan  aamdndkshare  (x.2)  Hi  dirghah:  '  bhakahd  :  ihi  :  Hi 
sthita  ivarnapara  ekdram  (x.4)  ity  ekdre  krte  bhakshe  "  ^hi 
'*tibhavati:  anycUhdi  '^htHi  krtvd  bhaksha pabde*  samdhiyamdne 
bhakshdi  'AC  Hi  sydt:  tac  cd  ^nishtam:  pdrvapddakartavyatva 
eicul  ud^haranam,  pHrvasHtrakartavyatve  'pi*  vaddmah :  yathd*: 
shattrigrdmanishpHrvah  (viL2)  iti  nakdrasya.  natve  krta  ut- 
tamapara  uttaman  savargiyam  (viii.2)  ity  anena*  takdrasya 
natve  krte*  shannavatyd  iti  bhavcUi:  any  at  ho  Htamapara 
uttamam  (viii.2)  iti  sUtre  praihamam'  pravrtte  sati*  shannava- 
tyd iti  sydt:  tac  cd  ^nishtam.  tathd*:  vatth^*  svayarnabhi- 
gCrtdye    Hy    atra    tanakdrapHrvap    ca    takdrah    (v.33); 
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which  changes  t  before  nto  n:  if^  on  the  contrary,  the  latter  rule 
had  been  applied  first,  changing  ahat  to  shan^  the  former  would  no 
longer  have  had  force  at  all,  and  the  reading  would  have  stood 
shannavatt/di.  The  next  case  is  that  in  which  the  words  vat  and 
svayamahhigilrtdya  come  together  (iii.2.8"  seven  times:  G.  M. 
read  vashat  for  vat,  doubtless  by  a  clerical  error).  Here,  v.83  re- 
quires the  insertion  of  a  ^  between  the  t  and  s,  and  this  inserted  t 
is  then,  by  xiv.l2,  made  th;  so  that  we  are  finally  to  read  vatth 
svay-:  if  the  latter  conversion  were  first  made,  the  reading  would 
turn  out  instead  vatth  svay-  (since  v. 33  would  not  then  apply  at 
all,  but  to  the  combination  thsv  would  \)e  prefixed  a  ^  of  duplica- 
tion, by  xiv.1,5:  the  manuscripts,  as  usual  in  such  cases,  do  not 
give  these  complicated  readings  altogether  correctly :  and  W.  B. 
even  make  the  blunder  of  substituting  at '^  last  vat  svdhd,  appar- 
ently having  in  mind  -vdt  svdhdy  in  the  same  division).  Once 
more,  in  the  passage  imam:  vi:  «y<l»nt  (Ll.lO^  and  iiL6.6'),  we 
are  first  to  convert  the  a  of  sydmi  to  sh  by  vi.4,  and  then  to  dupli- 
cate the  sh  by  xiv.l,  making  vi  s/tshydmi:  if  the  duplication  were 
first  performed,  making  vi  ssydmi,  then,  by  rule  vl4,  we  should 
have  to  read  vi  shsydmi.  Of  the  three  examples  thus  given,  only 
the  first  has  to  do  with  the  form  of  the  text  as  given  in  the  manu- 
scripts, since  these  very  sensibly  ignore  the  rufes  for  duplication 
which  make  up  the  bulk  of  the  fourteenth  chapter  of  our  treatise. 

So  far  as  regards  the  taking  up  of  words  for  combination  in 
their  natural  order,  the  Rik  rr,  (ii.2)  and  Ath.  Pr.  (iii.38)  have 
rules  of  like  force  with  the  present  ona 

^[J^Ijqrf;   ^nrr^^TT^:  II  ^  II 

4.  After  trapu  and  mithu  is  inserted  a  g  before  c. 

prathama  ilshmaparo  dvittyam  (xiv.l 2)  itl  sUtradvayam 

prasaktam:  tatra  pHrvatvdt  tanakdrapHrva^  ca  takdra^^ 

ity  etad eva prathawarh  ka/rtavyam^^:  anyathd  ^*vatth  scayam  itV* 

sydt :  tac cd  ''niahtam,  athavd :  imam  vi  shahydm.tHy  atro  ^p a- 

sarganiahpilrvo  'nuddtte  pade  (vL4).'  svarapHrvam  vy* 

anjanam  ^^dvivarnam  vyailjanaparam^*  (xiv.l)  iti  stUra- 

dvayarn^^ prdptam :  tatra  dvitvasHtre  ^^prathame  kdrye  satV*  "  vi 

shsydmV*  Hi  aydt:  tan  md  bhiXd  iti  shatvam  eva  prathamath 

kartavyam. 

pHrvampHrvam  iti  ^*vipsd  sarvathdP^  ^vam  artharh  samxirthor 

yatV, 

'  G.  M.  ina  tena.  *  W.  -dena  na.  '  G.  M.  om.  *  W.  B.  0.  om.  *  G.  M.  om. 
•  B.  0.  sati.  ^  W.  0.  -ma.  *  G.  M.  om.  »  W.  B.  0.  om.  '<>  G.  M.  vashatih;  B. 
vata;  0.  vatt.  "  G.  U.  om.  "  0.  M.  put  before  prathamam.  <^*)  W.  B.  wt  avdht 
*U;  0.  vat  svayam  iti;  G.  M.  v<u?uUhth  svayam  OL  0*)  G.  M.  om.  ''  G.  U,  -trark. 
<»«>  G.  M.  pratharwuh  Affe.  "  G.  M.  Ids.  imcm,  "  B.  G.  M.  shydmi.  <•»>  G.  M. 
vipsayd  sarvatrdi  'Uid  dhd  ^yam  Hi  samarthaniyam ;  B.  vipsd  sarvatrdi  ^vam  artha- 
yaiL    ^  0.  iorvairdi. 
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The  passages  are  ^am  ca  me  trapup  ca  me  (iy.7.5>),  and  mi- 
ikuQ  carantam  upaydti  (iv.V.lS^):  the  existing  jparflo-text  reads 
trapu  and  mithuy  as  this  rule  would  lead  us  to  expect.  But  the 
risht  of  trapus  to  be  recognized  as  an  independent  word  by  the 
side  of  trapu  is  assured  by  the  derivative  a(^ectiye  trdpuaJia^  'and 
the  close  analogy  of  manu^  manua^  mdnusha. 

The  commentator  adds  a  couple  of  counter-examples :  one,  vi- 
bhu  ca  me  prabhu  ca  me  (iv.V.4'"^),  to  show  that  not  every  u  has 
a  p  added  before  c;  the  other,  asind  mithH  kah  (iv.6.9*),  to  show 
that  the  insertion  is  only  made  before  «,  after  the  words  specified. 

5.  As  also  after  su^  before  candra. 

The  example  quoted  by  the  commentator  is  su^andra  dasma 
vifpate  (iv.4.4*):  the  word  occurs  once  more,  at  iL2.12^.  The 
pada-text  reads  su-candra.  Counter-examples  are:  pra  candra- 
mds  tirati  dirgham  dyvh  (11.4.14':  G.  M.  omit  the  last  two  words), 
and  d  md  ^ucarite  bhqja  (Ll.12) :  their  application  is  obvious. 

H^!   H^:   f^:  H  \  II 

9.  After  sam  is  inserted  s  before  kuru. 

The  conmientator's  example  is  yqjamdnah  sanskurute  (v.6.6* 
and  vi.5.6^).  The  »a<^text  reads  aam  :  kurute.  Counter-exam- 
ples are  puroddpdn  alarh  kurv  iti  (viS.l^  :  G.  M.  have  a  lacuna 
mvolving  this  passage),  and  saihkrtya  chdvdkasdmam  bhavati 
(y.4.123).  The  text  has  further  aanshrtya  and  sanskrta^  but  (as  is 
also  implied  in  rule  xvl26)  they  are  read  in  the  padorX&xX,  as  in 
samhitd^  without  division,  or  ejection  of  the  intruded  s. 

4.  trapu:  mithu:  evampdrvah  pakdra  dgamo  bhavati  capo- 

rah^.   yathd:  sts- .*  mith- evampdrva  Ui kim :  vi- .* 

tvampara  iti  kim :  a#- 

*  G.  M.  cakdrap-. 

6.  cakdrah  ^akdram  anvddipati :  supHrvah  pakdra  dgamo  bhar 
vati  candraparah,    yathd^:  sup- evampdrva  iti  kim:  pra 

9 ;  evampara  iti  kim:  d  md 8v  ity  esha  pabdah  pHrvo 

f/aamdd  asdu  supHrvaK 
■  a.  M.  am. 

0.  sam  ity  evampHrvah  sakdra  dgamo  bhavati  kuruparah,    yor 

thd\'  yaj- evampdrva  iti  kim:  ^pur- ;  evampara  iti 

kim*:  sam- kurupabdah  paro  yasmdd  asdu  kurupc^afi, 

'  G.  M.  om.    O  G.  K  om. 

TOL.   IX.  18 
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7.  And  before  akurva,  after  the  augment 

The  passage  is,  as  qaoted  by  the  cpmmentator,  ta  is/iun  sam 
aakurvata  (vl2.3")  ;  the  ptidartext  reading  sam  :  akurvcUa.  The 
counter-example  is  agnihotram  vratam  akurvata  (iiL2.23).  As 
pratyaya  occurs  nowhere  else  in  the  treatise,  we  cannot  tell  wheth- 
er it  signifies  distinctively  *  augment,'  or,  as  in  other  of  the  Prati- 
,9akhyas, '  affix '  iji  general.  Tne  conmientator  gives  a  scholastic 
explanation  of  the  term,  as  indicating  ^'  that  whereby  the  conso- 
nants are  added  unto,  are  made  distinct. '^ 

8.  Afl«r  nicd  is  inserted  d  before  vccd. 

The  passage  is  madhydn  ntcdduccd  (iLd.l4®);  and  the  padch 
t^xt  actually  reads  nicd  :  uccd.  This  is  a  proceeding  to  which  it 
would  be  hard  to  find  a  parallel  in  the  pada-teiits  of  the  other 
Vedas.  To  write  madhyena  for  madhydt  just  before  would  be  in 
itself  quite  as  defensible.  As  counter-examples,  we  receive  lokam 
yanty  uccdvacd  ^hni  (viL4.3®),  and  nicd  tarn  dhdkshi  (i2.142). 

At  the  end  of  the  comment  is  made  the  remark  "  the  above  are 
cases  of  insertion  "  (dgama,  '  accession ').  The  matter  of  irregu- 
lar conversions  is  next  taken  up. 

%Fr^   J(H*I{:  II  ^  II 

9.  After  asam,  r  becomes  ar. 

The  passage  in  which  this  anomalous  change  is  made  is  grhd- 
ndm  aaamartydi  (iiiS.S^),  where  t\ie  padortext  has,  as  the  rule  im- 
plies, asam-rtydi.  Here,  again,  we  cannot  praise  the  work  of  the 
pada  text-maker.  Nor  is  the  rule  of  unexceptionable  form,  for  the 
commentator  is  obliged  to  specify  that  the  asam  intended  is  one 
not  made  up  of  the  parts  of  two  words  (not  -a  8am) ;  else  such 
passages  as  kalydnt  rdpasamrddhd  (viLl.6^),  and  vahi  hy  esha 

7.  cakdrah  sampHrvatvam*  dgamath*  cd*  ^nvddipati,  akurva 
*ce  Hi*  grahane  pratyaydt  parah  sakdra  dgamo  bhavati  sampHr- 

vah.    yathd:  ta praJtyayo  ndmd^kdra  ucyate:  praJtlyanta^ 

ahhivyqjyante  vyafljandny  anene  Hi  pratyayah.    aampHrva  Ui 
kim:  agn- 

»  G.  M.  -rvam,    «  G.  M.  sakdrdg-.    »  G.  M.  om.    W  W.  ca;  0.  G.  M.  iti.    »  B.  0. 
praiydyanU;  G.  M.  praiyayarUe. 

8.  ntcdpHroo    dakdra    dgamo    bhavaty    uccdparah.    yathd\' 

madhr eoampHrva  Ui  kim:  I  ok- .•  evampara  iti  kim: 

nicd 

dgamd  ete, 
*  G.  U.  0.  om. 
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samrddhydi  (ii.2.2')  would  be  included.  As  counter-example,  to 
show  that  r,  not  a  syllable  containing  r,  is  liable  to  the  specified 
conversion,  is  quoted  aaamtrnne  hi  hanH  (vi2.11^:  G.  M.  omit 
hanH), 

w[^^  ?Em#^y^f^fH  "^^  erf;  mn^*  mn- 

JH  II  ^.0 II 

10.  Of  dgih,  dhUh,  and  suvah^  when  first  members  of  a  com- 
pound, the  visarjamya  becomes  r,  and  a  following  s  becomes 
sh. 

The  word  avagraha  in  this  rule  is  the  locative  avagralie^  says 
the  commentator,  and  applies  to  each  of  the  specified  words,  taken 
separately.  He  supplies  visarjamya,  the  omission  of  which,  or  of 
some  other  word  answering  the  same  purpose,  is  rather  a  serious 
defect  in  the  rule.  The  illustrative  passages  quoted  are  ity  dpir- 
padaya  red  (vL2.9* ;  the  pada-text  reads  d^ih-padayd),  dhUrshdr 
hdv  ana^d  (12.8^ ;  p.  dhUh-adhdu)^  and  dadhishe  suvarahdm  ji- 
hvdm  ague  (iv.4.4  * ;  p.  suvahadm  :  W.  B.  O.  omit  the  first  word  of 
the  citation,  G.  M.  the  last).  The  necessity  of  the  specification 
"  when  first  members  of  a  compound "  is  shown  by  the  counter- 
example ye  devd  devasuva  stha  te  (LS.IO^  :  p.  devorsuvah.:  G.  M. 
omit  the  first  two  words  and  the  last).  A^h  shows  the  same  irreg- 
ular combination  also  in  andfirkena  and  sd^trkena  (i.6.10*),  but 
these  words  are  not  treated  as  divisible  by  the  pada-tent.  The  com- 
mentator goes  on  to  point  out  the  rules  to  which  exceptions  are  es- 
tablished by  this  one :  viii.23  would  require  d^tshpaaayd,  and  ix.2 

9.  aaam  ity  evampdrva  rkdro  Warn  vikdram  dpadyate.  yathd  : 

grhr tatra^  nimittam  ekapadastham*   vijneyam:  anyathd 

kaly- ;    vahi .•    ity  dddv   api  bhavet.     rkdra  itl  kim: 

asam- 

*  G.  M.  0.  aira.    *  B.  -daaamstham. 

10.  avagraha  iti  saptamyantam  padam  dpfhprabhrtibhih  pra- 
tyekam  ahhisambadhyate,  dpth:  dhtih:  suvah:  ity*  eteshv  ava- 
graheshu  visarjaniyo  repham  dpadyate:  ebhyal^  paro  yadi  aa- 

kdro*  vartate  tarhi  shakdram*  dpadyate,    yathd\*  ity ;  dhUr- 

;  dadh' avagrahaiti  kim:  ye kakhapakdra- 

parah*  (viii.23)  ity  anend''  ^^ptahpadaye  Hi  prdptam:  ^aghoshor 
paras  tasya  sasthdnam  dshmdnam*  (ix.2)  iti  dhilssdhdu** 
suvassdm**  iti  ca  prdptam*:  tadubhayahhaiigdyd  '^yam  drambhah. 
iti^da  eshdm  evdi  ^sha  vi^ho  nd  ^nyeshdm  iti  prakdravdd. 

'  G.  M.  om.  '  G.  M.  tebh-.  '  G.  M.  put  before  yadi.  *  G.  M.  w  'pi  ahaivam. 
*  G.  M.  om.  •  G.  M.  om.  parah.  '  G.  M.  om.  ^  W.  om.  »  B.  O.  om.  »»  B.  0. 
dhuh^.    "  B.  0.  suvahs: 
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dhUssdhdu  and  suvassdm  (or,  as  it  is  customary  to  write  them, 
dMhsdhdu  and  suvahsdm:  only  G.  M.  are  conscientious  about 
giving  the  double  sibilant,  as  demanded  by  the  Prati9akhya).  The 
iti,  he  remarks  finally,  signifies  that  only  the  words  mentioned,  and 
no  others,  are  intended — that  is  to  say,  it  has  no  particular  mean- 
ing at  all  It  would  be  well  if  he  always  as  frankly  acknowledged 
the  insignificance  of  this  word  where  it  occurs  in  the  rules. 

?RT  Fftq"!  II  'l^  II 

11.  Now  for  cases  of  omission. 

An  introductory  rule  or  heading,  having  force  aafar  as  rule  19, 
below,  inclusive. 

^q^  R^  II  ^t^  II 

12.  A  m  is  dropped,  when  preceded  by  im. 

The  passage  aimed  at  is  im  ^andrd  8uprayasah  (iv.1.8^  :  p.  tm: 
mandrd)  :  it  is  the  only  one  of  its  kind  in  the  text.  The  Vajasa- 
neyi-Sanhit4  reads  in  the  corresponding  passage  (xxviLl5)  tm  manr 
drd.  To  treat  the  loss  of  a  m  here  as  suffered  by  the  second  word 
instead  of  the  first  is  most  arbitrary  and  unreasonable.  The  par- 
ticle im  is  reduced  to  $  in  quite  a  number  of  Rik  passages,  and  be- 
fore other  letters  than  m :  they  are  duly  noted  in  the  Prati9akhya 
(Rik  Pr.  iv.3d).  A  series  of  counter-examples  is  added  by  our 
commentator:  imam  me  varuna  (iLl.11®)  shows  that  m  is  not 
dropped  after  another  m  in  general;  agnim  mitram  vaniiiam 
(ii.1.1 1 '),  that  m  after  short  i  does  not  exercise  the  specified  effect ; 
tmkdrdya  svdhe  ^^mkrtdya  (viLl.19*),  that  tm  elides  no  other  con- 
sonant than  m.  The  yet  farther  restriction  is  applied,  that  tm  here 
is  a  padagrahana^  *the  citation  of  a  complete  padaf  for  other- 
wise there  would  be  an  elision  of  a  m  in  such  cases  as  prthivtm 
md  hinsih  (iv.2.9'):  G.  M.  add  the  further  example  tUa  pravasd 
prthivtm  mttrasya,  which  I  am  unable  to  find  in  the  Sanhita. 


ggn^  i<lrlMl4*l(:  II  ^^  II 


11.  athe  Hy  ay  am  adhikdrah:  lopa  ity  etad  adhikrtam  vedita- 
vyam  ita  uUararh  yad  vakshydmah.  ay  am  adhikdras  tiah- 
thanty  ekayd  (v.l9)  itisHtraparyanto  veditavyah, 

12.  makdra  tm  ity  evampHrvo  lupyate,  yathd^:  tm evam- 

pHrva  iti  Mm  :  imam ;  dtrghena  kim  :  agn- tm  itipor 

dagraharuim*:   itarathd*  prth- Uy  dddu  makdro  lupyeta*. 

makdra^  iti  kim  :  im- 

>  G.  M.  om.    •  \V.  'haoa/rnaK    «  G.  M  anyaJOid,    <  G.  M.  -yaU;  and  add  fti6  ed 
^niahJtd,    » W.  -rapaira. 
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13.  A  V  is  dropped  when  preceded  by  tu  or  nu^  in  case  these 
are  accented. 

It  is  when  the  particle  vdi^  or  vdva^  follows  tu  and  nu  that 
this  anomalous  mutilation  is  made.  The  commentator  quotes  aa 
iv  '*di  yajeta  (116.6^  and  vii.1.3* :  p.  8<xh  :  tu  :  vdi),  and  in  nv  '(2 
upasttrnam  ichanti  (LC.V^ :  p.  it  :  nu  :  vdi).  The  same  sandhi  of 
tu  and  vdi  is  not  infrequent  elsewhere  (the  passages  are  L7.1*,6^: 
iL2.4» ;  6.4 » :  iii.2.92 ;  3.92 ;  6. 1  ^ :  v.6.9* :  vL4.3  > :  viL2. lO^) ;  that  oinu 
and  vdi  is  comparatively  rare  (only  at  L6.9®  twice) ;  that  of  tu  and 
vdva  I  have  found  only  once,  at  vil5.6^.  Here,  again,  it  would 
seem  better  to  regard  the  final  u  as  suffering  elision,  instead  of  the 
initial  v.  The  specification  "  if  accented  "  is  explained  as  intended 
to  exclude  such  passages  as  anu  vrtrahatye  (i.6.12* ;  7.13*),  where 
anu  would  fall  under  this  rule  by  152  (even  if  the  nu  here,  like  the 
im  in  the  preceding  rule,  were  regarded  as  a  padagrahanam). 
Other  counter-examples,  of  obvious  intent,  are  idam  vdm  dsye 
havih  (iiL3.ll»),  and  pra  tu  janayatt  HI  (L7.2*)  and  vidttsho  nu 
yajham  (i.3.13*'^). 

14.  A  5  is  dropped  after  ut^  when  a  consonant  followa 

The  commentator's  examiple  is  praty  uttahdhydi  sayatvdya 
(vL6.4® :  p.  ut^tabdhydi).  This  is,  so  far  as  I  have  discovered,  the 
only  case  in  the  Sanhit4  from  the  root  stabh:  similar  forms  from 
sthd  occur  variously  (anHtthdya^  iiL4.103;  upotthdya,  vii.1.6®; 
5.16  »*2  ;  utthdsyant^  vill.193 ;  utthita,  viLl.193 ;  2.93 ;  and  utthdna, 
viL2.1*  thrice).  As  counter-examples  are  given  jay atsthd  devdh 
(ill. 11*),  utkransyate  svdhd  (vii.1.193),  and  utsddena  jihvdm 
(v.  7. 11). 

This  familiar  sandhi  is  also  the  subject  of  Ath.  Pr.  ill 8,  and 
Yky  Pr.  iv.95. 

T^^^m  ^  ^  II  u  II 

15.  Also  eshahj  sah,  and  syah, 

13.  tu:  nu\'  ity  evampHrvo  vakdro  lupyate  tayos  tunvor  uddt- 

tayoh  aator  iti  vibhajya  viyogo^  vijiieyaJi,    yathd:  a  a  tv ;  in 

nv uddttayor  iti  kirn:  anu ;  apy  akdrddi  (L62)  iti 

prdptih:  enampHrva  iti  kim:  Hdam .•  vakdra  iti  kim*:  pra 

.•  vid- tu^  ca  nug  ca  tunH*:  tdu  pdrvdu  yasmdt  sa  ta- 

thoktah, 

*  B.  0.  nu,  as  also  B.  in  the  rule  itself.    *  G.  M.  viniy-.    <^  B.  om.    *  G.  M.  iunu, 

14.  vyafijanaparah  sakdra  utpHrvo  lupyate,  yathd : praty 

vyafijanam  asmdt  param  ity  vyafijanaparah,  evampdrva  iti  kim: 

jag' ;  aakdra  iti  kim:  ut- ;  evampara  Ui  kim :  ut- 
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Here  the  ca,  *  also,'  is  declared  to  continue  the  implication  of 
*•  when  a  consonant  follows  "  from  the  preceding  rule.  The  iti  is 
added  for  the  sake  of  clearness ;  it  shows  the  final  visarjantya  of 
syah^  and  attribates  it  by  analogy  to  each  of  the  other  words  also. 
What  indicates  that  this  final  vlsatjantya  is  the  letter  which  is  to 
suffer  elision  is  not  so  evident.  The  illustrative  examples  are  esha 
te  gdyatrah  (iii.l.2»),  aa  te  Jdndti  (L2.142-3 :  but  G.  M.  substitute 
sa  tapo  'tapyata^  iiil.l  *),  and  esha  »ya  vdjl  (17. 8 3).  The  counter- 
example, showing  that  the  omission  occurs  only  before  a  conso- 
nant, IS  dama  evd  ^sydi  ^sha  upa  tishthate  (16. 7*),  where,  if  the  h 
of  eahah  were  lost  by  this  rule,  x.6  would  require  the  reading  esho 
^pa. 

The  corresponding  rules  in  the  other  treatises  are  Rik  Pr.  iL4, 
Vkj.  Pr.  iii.l6,16j  Ath.  Pr.  ii6V. 

16.  But  not  asah. 

Namely,  in  the  passage  hrtsvaao  mayobhUn  (iv.2.11^  ;  p.  hrtsur 
-asah)^  which  would  otherwise  fall  under  the  preceding  rule  for  aah^ 
by  ii52. 


<^(le^il^HH^HiMtft:cr^:    HJ  ii  \o  ii 


17.  And  sah^  when  followed  by  id  u,  id  agne^  imdm  nah^ 
end,  oshadJuh, 

These  are  the  cases  in  the  Sanhit4  where,  after  the  regular  loss 
of  the  final  of  aah,  its  vowel  is  irregularly  combined  with  the  one 
that  follows,  against  rule  x.25.  Such  cases  in  the  other  Vedic 
texts  are  treated  at  Rik  Pr.  11.38,34,  and  Vaj.  Pr.  iii.14.  The  com- 
mentator quotes  the  passages  affected,  as  follows :  ae  'c?  u  hotd  so 
adhvardn  (i.1.14*  :  B.  O.  omit  the  last  word;  G.  M.  the  last  two), 
96  ^d  agne  astu  (12.14^),  se  ^mdih  no  havyaddtim  (iv.6.6*),  sdi  ^nd 
^nikena  (iv.S.lS^  and  6.1*),  and  sdu  ^ahad/itr  anu  rudhyase  (iv.2.33, 
11 3).  The  first  two  need  counter-examples,  to  show  that  i^  not 
followed  by  u  or  agne  does  not  coalesce  with  sa :  they  are  aa  \j 

16.  vynktirUhaya^  iti^abdah  pratyekam  esha  ity  ddin^  visarja- 
ntydntdn*  dyotayati:  caJcdro  vyatijanaparatdm  anvddiQati, 
e^uzfi:  sah:  syah:  eshu  *  visaijantyo  vyarljanaparo  lupyate. 
yathd^:  esha ;  sa .*  esha evampara  iti  kim  :  dama 

»  G.  M.  -ti^hta;  0.  -HviriaJUa.  »  G.  M.  -ndm.  »  G.  M.  -ydntatdn.  *  G.  M.  ins. 
padeshu.    ^  G.  M.  om. 

16.  asa  ity  asmin^  grahane  visarjantyo  vyarljanaparo  na  lup- 
yate.   hrt- apy  akdrddi  (h52)  iti prdpter*  nishedhah*. 

•*G.  M.  ckU'.    »  G.  M.  'tih.    »  G.  M.  om. 
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janena  (iL3.14®)  and  sa  id  deveshu  gachati  (iv.1.11  >).  The  third 
also  wants  a  counter-example,  to  prove  the  need  of  nan  after  imdm: 
it  is  found  in  sa  imdm  ahhy  amrpat  (v.5.2M.  Finally,  to  show 
that  only  sah  undergoes  the  prescribed  effect  before  the  words  spe- 
cified in  the  rule,  we  hskveparo  divd  para  end  (iv.6.22). 

18.  Also  ity  ekamj  when  ekam  is  the  former  member  of  a 
compound. 

The  passage  aimed  at  is  pdptydnt  sydd  ity  ekdikam  tasya  jukur 
ydf  (v.1.1^ :  out  as  given  by  W.  O.,  without  the  first  two  words,  it 
IS  also  found  again  at  v.4.5^ :  G.  M.  omit  juhuydt) ;  and  the  pada- 
text  actually  reads  ekam-ekam.  The  case  is  akin  -with  that  which 
forms  the  subject  of  the  next  rule.  Two  counter-examples  are 
given,  to  justify  the  terms  of  the  rule :  they  are  ardhukan  sydd 
ity  ekam  ogre  'tha  (vi.2.3* :  only  G.  M.  have  the  first  two  words), 
and  yad  ekamekan  sambKaret  (L6.8^). 


[d^rM^MI    H^J  \\\\\\ 


19.  Also  tishihanty  ekayd,  along  with  the  preceding  letter. 

The  commentator  quotes  the  passage :  tiahthanty  ekdikayd  stu- 
tayd  (vilS.S*) ;  the  joacfo-reading  is  ^ayd-ekayd.  As  counter-ex- 
ample, where  the  same  word  remains  unmutilated,  is  ^ven  samd- 
ndndin  karoty  ekaydikayo  '*  tsar  gam  (vLl.9*  :  only  G.  M.  have  the 
first  word). 

In  this  rule  and  the  foregoing  are  noted,  but  at  the  same  time 
ignored,  the  first  occurrences  of  the  compound  ekdika^  which  (see 
the  St.  Petersburg  Lexicon)  is  not  very  rare  in  the  ^^tapatha  Brah- 
mana  and  later. 


17 ^  evamparah  sahkdra^  ity  atra  visarjaniyo  lupyate, 

yathd:    se  'rf .*  se  'c? v*  agna  ity  dbhydm*  kim:    sa 

.•  sa ;  se,^..:  naitikim:  *sa :  sdi :  sdu :  sa 

Hi  kim:  paro 

'  G.  M.  ins.  iti.    *  W.  B.  0.  sakdra;  G.  M.  sa.    »  W.  B.  id;  G.  M.  0.  u,    *  B.  O. 
etdbhydm.    *  A  lacuna  in  B.,  to  near  the  end  of  the  comment  on  rule  1 8. 

18.  itipabdavi^hta  ekam  ity  asminn  avagrahe  makdro  lup- 
yate, yathd\'  p dp- avagraha  iti  kim :  ar dh- ;  itigahdc^ 

vi^ishta  iti  kim ;*  yad 

1  G.  M.  om.    *  End  of  the  lacuna  in  B. 

19.  tishthanti^abdavipishta  ekaye  Hy  asmhi  grahane  'ntyo^  var- 

nah  sapHrvali  pHrvasahilo  lupyate.  yathd*:  t  is h- tishthantl 

Hi  kim  :  sam- ptirvena  saha  vartata  iti  sapdrvah, 

I  G.  M.  -yaavaro,    *  0.  om. 


144  W.  R  Whitney,  [t.  Id- 

The  terms  in  which  the  rule  is  expressed  show  that,  from  rule  16 
on,  the  implication  has  been  of  a  '^  final "  letter  as  liable  to  the 
effect  prescribed.  We  have  reason  to  be  surprised  that  it  was  not 
distinctly  stated  when  first  made. 

^I^J    i^l*l^    WJl*  II  ^0  II 

20.  A  n,  when  followed  by  c,  becomes  g. 

The  commentator's  illustrative  examples  are  ahtn^  ca  sarvdn 
jamhhayan  (iv.S.l^),  rtUn^  ca  tasya  nakahatriydrh  ca  iviLl.S*  :  G. 
M.  omit  Crt),  and  karndnp  cd  ^karndfl^  ca  {i.8.9^).  The  counter- 
examples, to  show  that  only  n  is  so  changed,  and  n  itself  only  be- 
fore c,  not  before  other  palatal  mutes,  are  pam  ca  me  (iv.7.3'),  and 
tdn  chandohhir  anu  (L5.9^  :  G.  M.  omit  anu). 

The  nature  of  the  conversion  taught  in  this  rule,  and  of  the  kin- 
dred ones  forming  the  subject  of  rules  vi.l4  and  ix.20,  as  being  a 
historical,  not  a  euphonic  process,  has  been  sufficiently  explained 
and  illustrated  in  the  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  iL26.  At  the  same  place 
will  be  found  noted  the  usage  of  the  other  Vedic  texts  as  regards 
the  sajidhi  npc:  the  Atharvan  and  the  Vajasaneyi-Sanhit4  make  it 
uniformly,  the  Rik  only  occasionally.  In  the  Taittiriya-Sanhita  it 
is  prevailingly  usual:  I  have  noted  thirty-nine  examples  of  it, 
against  the  eight  exceptions  mentioned  in  the  next  rule. 

The  definition  of  the  sandhiy  of  course,  is  not  complete  without 
the  aid  of  rules  xv.1-3,  which  teach  that,  where  n  has  been  con- 
verted into  a  sibilant,  the  preceding  vowel  is  nasalized,  or  has 
anusvdra  added  to  it.  A  better  course,  according  to  our  under- 
standing of  the  history  of  the  phenomenon,  would  be  to  teach  the 
insertion  of  a  8  (or  visarjantya)  and  the  change  of  n  to  anusvdra 
before  it :  but  the  makers  of  the  Prati9akhyas  concern  themselves 
much  less  about  the  theoretical  accuracy  than  the  mechanical  apti- 
tude of  their  rules. 

21.  But  not  the  n  of  dyan^  dirayan,  drdfinuvarij  anadvdn, 
ghrnwdrij  vdrwndn,  and  evd  ^smin. 

The  passages  are:  lokam  dyan  ccUasrah  (v.2.3*),  ydm  dirayan 

20.  eakdraparo^  nakdrah  ^akdram  dpadycUe,  yathd^:  ah- ; 

fU ;  kar- nakdra  it  I  kim:  path ;  capara  iti  kim: 

tdfl cah*  paro  yasm  dd  aadu  caparah. 

'  G.  M.  caparo.    '  0.  om.    *  G.  M.  0.  cakdrak, 

21 eteshu^  grahaneshu  nakdrah  pakdrarh  nd  ^^padyate 

caparo  'pi.    yathd*:  lo- :  ydm .•  loka .•  anad- ; 

ghrn- ;  vdr- .•  evd *eve'*ti  kim:^  asm- 

'  G.  M.  «Att.    «  G.  M.  0.  om.    <»>  B.  om. 
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eandramasi  (i.1.9^),  ^A^  drdhnuvan  carund  ^smin  (v.5.1^:  only 
G.  M.  have  the  first  word^,  anadvdh  ca  me  dhenup  ca  me  (iv.7.10*), 
gJhrntvdh  cetati  tmand  (iii5.11  ^),  vdrundn  catuahkapdldn  nir  vor 
pet  (u.3.12 1 :  only  W.  has  the  last  two  words),  and  evd  ^smin  eah- 
shtar  dhattah  (iL2.0^'^ ;  3.8^).  £h)d  ^smih  is  found  once  more,  in  a 
slightly  different  connection,  at  iL3.8' :  the  others  occur  oidy  in 
the  passages  cited.  A  counter-example,  asminp  cd  '^miuhminp  ca 
(viL3.4^,5^),  is  given  to  prove  the  need  of  specifying  eva  before 
(umin. 

By  rule  24,  below,  the  n  in  all  these  cases  is  assimilated  to  the 
c,  and  should  be  so  written  in  the  text.  My  own  manuscript  of  the 
Sanhita,  in  fiict,  follows  the  authority  of  the  Prati9akhya,  and  rep- 
resents the  assimilated  nasal  in  the  same  manner  as  an  assimilated 
m,  except  in  a  single  case  {drdhnuvcm  car-).  The  Calcutta  edition, 
however,  in  the  part  hitherto  published,  gives  tl  e  only  once  (Ll.9'), 
and  everywhere  else  n  c 

22.  A  tj  when  followed  by  9,  c,  or  cA,  becomes  c. 

The  form  assumed  by  initial  p  after  this  assimilation  is  taught 
in  rules  34-37,  below. 

The  commentator's  examples  are:  tac  ehamyoh  (il6.10^*''*V 
tac  cd  '^daduh  (viLl.5^),  and  tac  chanda^dm  chandclitvam  (y.O.G^). 
He  proceeds  to  point  out  that  the  p,  c,  and  cA,  all  mentioned  in  the 
role  as  upon  the  same  footing,  are  to  be  understood  as  original 
(not  the  products  of  previous  euphonic  processes),  that  being  their 
chief  or  primary  value :  otherwise  the  mention  of  p  at  all  would 
be  superfluous ;  since,  the  p  bein^  Cbj  v.  3  4)  ordered  changed  to  oh 
after  a  mute,  it  would  be  enough  lor  this  rule  to  say  "  when  fol- 
lowed by  c  or  cA."  Moreover,  if  the  latter  rule  were  applied,  then,^ 
after  it,  the  application  of  the  earlier  rule  would  not  oe  suitable 
{^varasay  *  havmg  its  own  proper  flavor ;'  the  word  is  not  used  else- 
where), as  it  womd  constitute  an  offense  against  the  third  rule  of 
this  cnapter. 

22.  ^acachaparas  takdra^  cakdram  dpadyate,  yathd:  tac ; 

tac ;  tac atra  ^acachapara  iti  edmdnyoktdndm^  ni- 

mittdndm*  prakrtitvath*  mjfieyam :  mukhyatvdt :  tatra*  prdkrta- 

vdikrtayoh  prdkrtam^  mukhyam :  anyaJthd  ^kdragrahanavdiycar- 

thydf:  kuto  vdiyarthyam:  Mpar^apiXrvaf^  pakdrap  ehakd- 

ram  (v.34)  Ui  pakdroiya  chatve  k^te  takdrap  cakdram  cachapaim^ 

Uy  eidoaidi  ^va  ^iddher^  Ui  brdmah,    kim  ca:  parasHtre  prav^tte 

salt  pa^dt  pdrvasHtrapraaaranam  na  svarasam*:  tatra  pHr- 

vampHrvam  prathamam  (v.S)  iti  niyamahhangapraaaAgdt!^*^ 

»  G.  M.  B.  O.  -nymo  '«-.  « W.  0.  prani-,  » G.  li.  pre%teli;..  *  G.  M.  om. 
»  G.  M.  'ia/kxjmL  •  G.  M.  -ydc  ca  ^  G.  M.  B.  foausko^.  »  G.  M.  sidhir,  *  G.  M. 
IhavaU,    **  G.  It  fnydycJbik', 

VOL.  «•  19 
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WC^  5l*l(H  II  t^^  II 

28.  When  followed  by  y,  it  becomes  / 

The  cited  example  is  taj  jaydndm  jayatvam  (iiL4.4) :  rather  su- 
perfluously, a  counter-example  is  also  given:  tcUpravdte  (yi.4.7^). 

SRHf^   ^^   oT5FfT^  II  t^g  II 

24  A  n,  before  the  same  letters,  becomes  fl. 

As  eteshu  is  plural,  we  are  obliged,  having  recourse  to  that  which 
lies  nearest,  to  regard  as  implied  the  letters  pointed  out  in  the  last 
two  rules  as  requiring  certam  changes  in  those  that  precede  them : 
that  is  to  say,  p,  c,  ch,  j.    These  are,  in  fact,  the  whole  class  of 

Salatals,  since  tl  never  occurs  at  the  beginning  of  a  word,  nor,  in- 
eed,  in  any  independent  position,  and  since  j*^  is  found  nowhere 
in  any  Yedic  text.  The  dental  n,  then,  never  maintains  itself  be- 
fore a  palatal,  but  is  assimilated  to  it.  The  other  treatises  teach 
virtually  the  same  doctrine :  see  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  iLll. 

The  commentator's  illustrative  example  for  n  before  p  (where,  to 
complete  the  combination,  rule  34  below  has  also  to  be  applied)  is 
tendi  ^vdi  ^ndn  chamayati  (iii4.8*).  As  for  n  before  c,  he  points 
out  that  the  rule  apphes  only  to  the  cases  where  the  n  does  not 
become  p  by  v. 20,  as  excepted  by  v.21,  and  quotes  again  one  of  the 
examples  given  under  the  latter  rule,  lokam  dyan  ccUasrah  (v.  2. 3*). 
Before  ch,  he  gives  the  phrase  already  quoted  as  counter-example 
under  v.20,  tdn  chandobhir  anu  {L6.9^);  and  before  J,  aparHpam 
dtman  jdycUe  (iil6.7^).  As  general  counter-example,  finally,  he 
gives  tdnt  suhdhdn  (iL4.1i),  where  n,  coming  before  «,  is  treated 
m  a  quite  different  manner. 

The  occurrence  of  n  before  ch,  which  does  not  once  happen  in 
the  Atharvan,  is  found  not  less  than  nine  times  in  the  Taittiiiya- 
SanhitS^  My  own  MS.  reads  every  time  nch,  combining  the  den- 
tal nasal  with  the  palatal  aspirate.  The  Calcutta  edition,  at  the 
only  place  which  it  contains  as  yet,  reads  fich. 

23.  admnidhydt  taJcdra  iti  Uxbhyate :  japaras  takdro  jaJcdram 
dpadyate.    yaJthd^:  taj e/oampara  iti  kim :  tat 

1 G.  M.  om. 

24.  eteshv  iti  bahuvactmanirde^^  prcUydsannam  evd  ^nape- 
kshya*  sUtradvayaetheshu  paranimitteshu  sampratyayah*:  tasmdd 
eteahv  iti:  pacachc^eshu*  parata^  ity  arthah:  nakdro  flaJcdram 

dpadyate.    yathd*:  te- ;  paivdpaUdu  nishiddho^  yo  nakdrah 

so  'tra  caparatvena  vishaytkriycUe.  I  ok- :  tdn :  apa- 

evampara  iti  kim :  tdnt 

>  W.  -rcUf.    «  a.  M.  'navek',    *  G.  M.  praty-,    *  W.  0.  -chabh^eshu,    »  W. 
para;  G.  M.  pareshv,    *  G.  M.  om.    "^  G.  M.  B.  0.  put  after  yo. 
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The  combination  of  final  n  with  initial  p,  producing,  according 
to  all  the  phonetic  text-books  (with  trifling  exceptions :  see  note 
to  Ath.  Pr.  ill 7),  fich^  is  decidedly  of  more  common  occurrence. 
But  here,  too,  my  own  MS.  reaas,  with  but  a  single  exception 
among  the  cases  which  I  have  noted,  nch :  the  Calcutta  text  is  in- 
consistent with  itself,  now  giving  fi  (as  at  ii.2.123),  now  n  (as  at 
L3.9»). 

Final  n  is  found  yet  more  frequently  before  initial  J,  or  some 
scores  of  times  in  all  As  regards  its  method  of  writing  the 
combination,  nay  manuscript  is  about  equally  divided  between  r^ 
and  mj.  The  Calcutta  text  is  equally  wavering ;  and  there  is  no 
approach  to  consistencv  between  the  two  authorities,  or  to  recog- 
nizable principle  in  either:  in  both  alike,  the  variation  seems 
wholly  accidental  and  arbitrary. 

Such  being  the  case,  I  think  it  clear  that  a  careful  editor  of  the 
Taittirtya-Sanhit4  ought  to  disregard,  as  of  no  authority  or  conse- 
quence, the  variations,  or  the  unanimity,  of  his  manuscripts  upon 
all  these  points,  and  to  adopt  uniformly  the  reading  prescribed  by 
the  Pr&ti9akhya  (either  fi  or  m\  wherever  a  final  n  comes  to  stand 
before  a  palatal  mute. 

25.  Both  t  and  n^  when  followed  by  Z,  become  I 

The  dual  lapardu  indicates  that  the  t  and  n,  already  treated  of^ 
are  the  letters  aimed  at  in  this  rule,  says  the  commentator.  He 
cites  as  examples  yal  lohitam  pardpatcU  (ii.1.7^ :  G.  M.  omit  the 
^st  word),  and  trtn  lokdn  ud  ajaycU  (17.11  ^ :  only  6.  M.  have  ud 
c^aycuy  The  combination  of  n  and  I  is  finished  by  the  next  rule, 
and  will  be  further  remarked  upon  in  the  note  thereto. 

26.  The  n  becomes  nasalized  i 

As  the  nasal  quality  of  n  itself  is  already  established  by  rule 
iL30,  explains  the  commentator,  it  could  not  properly  be  defined 
here  again  as  nasal  Hence  the  anundsikam  of  the  present  pre- 
cept must  be  understood  as  qualifying  the  I  of  like  position  into 
wnich  the  n  is  converted :  this  /  is  to  be  a  nasal  I,  No  additional 
example  is  given,  the  combination  having  been  illustrated  under 
thepreceding  rule. 

Tnere  are  m  the  Taittirtya-Sanhita  over  a  hundred  cases  of  the 
meeting  of  final  n  with  initial  /,  and  in  fiilly  two-thirds  of  them 

25.  dvivdcanaadmarthydd^  gxhltdu  prdkrtdu^  takdranakdrdu 

lakdram  dpadyete*  lapardu,    yathd*:   yal ;    trth laJt^ 

paro  ydhhydm  tdu  lapardu, 

>  G.  VL  'IhycL    •  G.  M.  om.    >  MSS.  -yofe.    <  G.  M.  om.    »  G.  M.  lakdrah. 
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my  MS.  reads  rd  simply,  withont  attempting  any  accommodation 
of  the  two  sounds  to  one  another.  In  the  remainmg  cases,  it  treats 
the  n  in  the  samie  way  as  it  would  treat  a  m,  substituting  for  it  the 
ordinarjr  anusvdrordot  over  the  ^cedin^  akahara.  The  Calcutta 
text  varies  between  rd  and  KU.  Here,  as  m  the  cases  treated  above, 
there  seems  to  be  every  reason  why  an  editor  should  follow  one 
consistent  method,  as  the  irregularities  of  the  manuscripts  have  no 
ground  but  accident — and,  not  less  certainly,  the  method  prescri- 
Ded  by  the  Pr£lti9SUiya  is  the  one  better  entitled  to  be  followed. 
As  to  the  way  in  which  the  nasal  I  shall  be  represented,  there  may 
be  some  <][uestion.  As  I  have  already  mentioned  (note  to  ii.30),  I 
cannot  thmk  that  the  designation  of  the  Calcutta  edition  is  at  all 
to  be  commended,  since  it  properly  implies  the  insertion  of  an 
antatvdra  between  the  precedme  vowel  and  a  doubled  /,  and  thus 
quite  distorts  the  character  of  tne  combination— -except  as  this  is 


recognized,  by  phonetic  theory  between  the  combmation  of  n  and 
/and  that  of  m  and  /;  it  has  only  the  practical  inconvenience  of 
not  distinguishing  to  the  eye  these  two  combinations — and  this  is 
of  very  small  account,  since  there  can  be  few  if  any  cases  where 
the  least  ambiguity  would  result.  K  the  nasal  lis  to  be  written 
separately,  it  should  properly  have  the  virdma  beneath  and  the 
sign  of  nasality  over  it.    That  is  to  say,  one  ought  always  to  print 

either  ^ETIFR^  Fft%  or  ^ErfFT  Fife,  not  ?jf^%ft%. 

In  romanized  text,  as  the  assimilated  m  is  represented  by  m,  so, 
by  an  analogous  method  and  for  the  sake  of  convenient  disunction, 
the  assimilated  n  may  be  very  suitably  represenied  by  n/  and  this 
is  the  sign  with  which  I  have  chosen  to  write  it,  both  before  I  and 
before  the  palatals.  . 

All  the  lV^ti9dkhyas  (see  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  iL35)  agree  in  con- 
verting both  n  and  m  before  /  into  a  nasal  L 

27.  A  7»,  when  followed  by  a  mute,  becomes  a  nasal  of  like 
position  with  it. 

The  commentator's  examples  are  f/arh  kdmaytta  (16.10*  et  aL), 
.gam  ca  me  (iv.7.3>),  tarn  te  du^akahdh  (iiL2.10*),  and  tarn  prat- 

26.  anusvdrottamd*  anundsikdh  (iLdO)  iti  naJcdrasyd  ^nu- 
ndnkatve  dddhe  *  punar  cUrd  ^pi  tatkathanam  anupapannam: 
ta$mdd  (Ura  lakshanayd  nakdro  ndma  tatsthdno  lakdra*  ity  ar- 
thah:  asdv  *  anundaikam  bh€0ate\  pHrvoktam  evo  ^ddharanam, 

■  W.  ncmk  amiuAtvd'.  *  O.  li.  ins.  >iL  <  G.  M.  nakr.  *  G.  M.  ins.  laidro. 
^  G.  M.  lihajtUL 
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ncahd  (i.4.9).     Of  m  before  a  lingual  he  is  able  to  give  no  exam- 
ple, as  Bach  a  concurrence  is  not  to  be  found  in  the  Sanhitd. 

28.  Followed  by  a  semivowel,  it  becomes  a  nasal  of  like 
qtiaKty  with  it 

From  the  class  of  semi-vowels  is  excepted  r,  by  the  next  rule. 
Examples  are  given  for  the  others,  as  follows :  samyattd  dsan 
(L5.1^  et  2X,\  suvargam  lokam  (L5.4^  et  2\,\  samvatsarah  (1.5.1^ 
et  aL :  the  ji>ada-text,  like  that  of  the  Athajrvan,  reads  sam-voit' 
sarah,  while  that  of  the  Rik  leaves  the  word  undivided).  No 
attempt  is  made  in  the  manuscripts  or  the  printed  text  of  the 
Sanhitil  to  give  a  special  representation  to  these  nasal  semi- 
vowels standing  for  an  assimilated  m .'  it  is  left  to  be  understood 
that  the  sign  of  nasality  over  the  preceding  aksJioTa  stands  for 
a  nasal  letter  of  like  quality  with  the  following  consonant  in  the 
base  of  the  semi-vowels,  just  as  in  that  of  the  mutes,  provided  for 
by  the  preceding  rule.  Nor  are  the  manuscripts  of  the  Pr4ti9dr 
khya  and  its  commentary  any  more  particular — saving  that  6. 
M.  usually  write,  instead  of  rny,  the  combination  yy,  without  any 
sign  of  the  nasality  of  the  first  y. 

Only  the  AtL  Fr.  disagrees  with  our  treatise  in  its  treatment 
of  m  before  the  semi-vowels,  acknowledging  no  nasal  y  or  tj,  but 
a  /  alone  (see  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  iL85). 

The  commentator  explains  the  word  cmundnkoy  *  nasal,'  in  the 
rule,  by  anfundsikadharmavigisfUa^  '  distinguished  by  nasal  Qual- 
ity,^ but  afterward  raises  a  didiculty  over  it,  in  terms  which 
imply  that  he  regards  it  ^s  a  noun,  'a  nasal;'  asking,  how  we 
are  to  understand  it  here  as  equivalent  to  sdnundHka^  '  combi- 
ned with  nasality.'  As  it  is,  in  &ct,  originally  and  properly  an 
adjective,  signifymg  ^possessed  of  nasal  quality,'  and  is  constant- 

27.  spar^paro  mdkdras  tcuya  apar^asya  sasthdnaan  anundsi- 

"kam^  hhoQiOs.   yaJtMf:  yam ;  ^am ;  tarn .*  tarn 

%amdnam  sthdnam  yasyd  ^sdu  saathdnah :  tarn*:  spar^h  paro 
yasmdd  a$du  tparpaparah. 

1  W.  om.    *  a.  IL  om.    *  B.  G.  M.  am. 

28.  cakdro  makdraan  (mvddifaii:  arUasthdparo  makdrcu  tasyd 

arUasthdydh  savarnarh  sadr^m  anundsikam^  ammdsikadharma- 

vi^ktam    bhajaZe,     yaithd:    Mam- ;    suv- ;    aarh- 

nanr)  antmdHkam  Uy  anena  sdnundaikarh  ^katharh  lahhyate*. 

ueyate :  *nUardm  parihdrah*:  yato  dharmavdcakah  pabdo  dhar- 

minam*  «pi*  kathayaiti:  •  ^uklahpato  ntlam  utpalam  ity  ddiva(\ 

*  B.  0.  om.  O  W.  om. ;  0.  ity  anma  sdntmdsikam  katham  upa^ambh&mahe;  G. 
M.  iohafam  ^^^dlambhdmdhe  ya^id,  <>>  0.  om.  *  W.  dharmeiyk  ^  W.  avika;  O. 
aW.    •  G.  M.  ins.  yathd.    ^Q,li.ddi 
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ly  80  used  and  applied  in  the  Prati9akh7a,  the  difficulty  is  worse 
than  hair-splitting;  it  is  a  downright  perversion.  The  answer 
by  which  it  is  met  is  a  quibble  worthy  of  being  matched  with 
it:  "becai^e  a  word  expressing  a  quality  also  designates  the 
object  possessing  that  quality;  as,  for  example,  when  we  say  'a 
white  cloth,'  *a  blue  lotus/"  As  if  the  words  "white"  and 
"blue"  strictly  applied  to  the  color  alone,  and  did  not  just  as 
properly  mean  '  of  white  color,'  *  of  blue  color !' 

29.  But  not  when  followed  by  r. 

JR  being  also  a  semi-vowel,  m  would  be  converted  into  a  cor- 
responding nasal  before  it  by  the  previous  rule,  but  for  this  spe- 
cial exception.  The  instances  given  of  the  treatment  of  m  oe- 
fore  r  are  pra  samr^am  prcUhamam  adhvardndm  (L  6.123:  G. 
M.  have  only  the  first  two  words),  and  sdmrdffydya  sukratuh 
(L8.16*).  They  are  particularly  ill-selected,  as  neither  case  comes 
under  the  action  of  the  preceding  rule;  they  fall,  rather,  under 
xiiL4,  and  are,  in  fact,  the  two  passages  there  given  as  exam- 

Eles  of  the  peculiar  treatment  of  sam  before  rdj.  We  ought  to 
ave,  instead,  such  passages  as  pratyushtafi  raksliah  (i.I.2>),  vi 
vayan  ruhema  (Ll.2^) — which,  of  course,  are  of  exceedingly  fre- 
quent occurrence  in  the  Sanhita.  ' 

The  omission  of  m  before  r,  and  the  nasalization  of  the  prece- 
ding vowel,  or  the  insertion  of  amuvdra  after  the  latter,  are 
taught  below,  in  rules  xiiL2,  xv.1-3.  The  written  and  printed  texts 
are  consistent  in  their  recognition  of  the  mode  of  combination  thus 
prescribed,  always  setting  the  proper  anuavdra  sign  before  r,  while 
before  y,  /,  v  they  write  the  assimilated  m  just  as  before  the  mutes. 

Mq^l^^^^^S^^mi-^miUM^!^  II  ^0  II 

80.  Nor,  according  to  some  teachers,  when  followed  by  y  or  v. 

The  authorities  referred  to,  of  course,  would  leave  the  m  to  be 
treated  before  these  letters  as  before  r,  and  would  acknowledge  no 

29.  antasthdtvdd  r^haparaayd^  ^pi  maJcdrasya  tatsavarndnu- 
ndHkaprdptii^  anena  nishidhyate:  na  khaht  rephaparo*  makd- 

rah  pHrvoktam  bhc^ate,    yathd*:  pra ;    sdm- rephah 

paro  yasmdd  asdu  rephaparah, 

»  G.  M.  rephaaya  te^.    « G.  M.  •kdpatiih  prdptd.    »  G.  M.  -pakdro.    *  G.  M. 

ODL 

30.  caJcdro  nishedhdnvddepakak\'  prakrto^  makdra  ekeshdm 
dcdrydndm  paJcahe  yakdraparo  vdf  vakdraparo*  vd  na  savarnam 
anundsikam  bhajate.    yathd^:  sam-  :  sarh-. 

^  Q.  U. -dkarahahak,    ^W.B.prdk-,    »  B.  0.  om.    <  B.  om.    »  G.  M.  om. 
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nasal  semi-vowel  save  I,  Their  opinion  is  again  quoted  in  connec- 
tion with  the  rule  respecting  the  actual  treatment  of  m  before  r 
(xiiL3),  and  the  commentator  there  calls  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  ^'  some  teachers "  spoken  of  are  the  same  with  those  here  no- 
ticed: who  they  are,  he  does  not  attempt  to  tell  us."  The  view 
held  by  them  is  the  same  with  that  taken  by  the  Atharva  Prati9a- 
khya,  as  pointed  out  above  (see  Ath.  Pr.  iLd5,  and  the  note  upon 
it)  ;  but,  until  we  know  much  more  than  we  do  at  present  of  the 
history  and  mutual  relations  of  these  phonetic  treatises,  it  would 
be  highly  venturesome  to  conclude  that  the  authors  of  this  Prati- 
9akhva  had  here  in  mind  the  other  one  and  its  authors. 

I  find  it  difficult  to  discover  any  good  phonetic  reason  why  the 
assimilation  of  m  should  not  yield  a  like  result  before  all  the  semi- 
vowels, and  why,  if  we  are  to  admit  an  anuavdra  at  all,  it  would 
not  find  a  pai*ticularly  appropriate  place  as  representing  the  sound 
into  which  m  might  naturally  pass  before  y,  r,  /,  and  v. 

As  examples,  are  repeated  samvaUarah  and  samyaUdh  (see  un- 
der rule  28,  alcove). 

81.  Atreya  holds  that,  when  a  nasal  mute  becomes  Z,  the 
previous  vowel  is  nasalized. 

As  has  been  pointed  out  above,  Atreya's  view  of  the  combina- 
tion is  the  one  represented  accurately  by  the  mode  of  writing 
adopted  in  the  Calcutta  edition.  It  is  not  elsewhere  supported  in 
the  Pnlti9akhyas.  Its  quotation  here  seems  a  little  unprepared,  or 
the  expression  of  it  given  in  the  rule  imperfect,  as  we  have  been 
directed  to  convert  m  and  n,  not  into  /,  but  into  a  nasal  L  One 
might  think,  too,  that  it  would  be  in  better  place  at  the  beginning 
of  chapter  xv.,  where  certain  other  differences  of  opinion  on  kin- 
dred points  are  rehearsed.  ^ 

The  commentator  gives  Atreya  the  title  of  muni,  *  sage,'  instead 
of  dcdrya, '  teacher.' 

To  illustrate  the  sage's  style  of  making  the  combination,  he 
cites  trtnllokdn  (i.7.11*)  and  suvqrganl  lokam  (L6.4*  et  aL);  but 
not  one  of  the  manuscripts  of  the  commentary  takes  the  pains  to 
write  the  extracts  as  they  should  be  written,  to  serve  their  purpose 
as  illustrations.  Finally,  he  adds  the  caution  that  ^^  this  rule  and 
the  preceding  are  not  approved." 

81.  tUtamcuya  nakdrasya  maJcdrasya^  vd  labhdvdl  lakdrdpatteh 
pO/rvasvaro  'ntmdHko  hhavati  Hy  dtreyo  ndma  munir  manycUe. 

yathd*:   trth ;    suv- vttamayor  lahhdva  uUamalabhdr 

vah*:  tasmdt. 

sUtradvayam  etad  anishtam. 

>  G.  IC.  put  before  nak-.    *  O.  M.  om.    '  Q.  M.  om. 
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32.  After  'A  is  inserted  a  k  before  s  and  sL 

The  commentatoT^B  examples  are  pratyoAk  8omo  cUidnUah 
(L8.21 :  bat  G.  M.  have  instead  stuHik  aamdndih^  iL2.8*),  and  pror 
tyank  ahadaho  bhavoH  (yiL4.2*:  O.  O.  M.  omit  bhavatt).  As 
counter-examples,  showing  that  l^e  insertion  is  made  only  nnder 
the  circumstances  specified,  he  give%  pratya^  hotdram  (viS.l^), 
and  tcU  aavUuh  ^L5.6*  et  stL)  and  tat  anoda^  (vL6.11^). 

The  combinations  here  treated  of  are  not  otherwise  than  rare  in 
any  Vedic  text.  In  the  T4ittirtyarSanhit4  I  have  found  no  other 
instance  of  the  meeting  of  n  and  ah  than  the  one  quoted ;  of  ^  be- 
fore a  J  besides  the  two  nere  given,  occur  two  others,  at  vi3.1«  and 
iT.4.47'"  ;  but,  in  the  latter  passage,  the  division  of  the  section  into 
half-centuries  fiUls  between  the  two  letters,  as  the  text  is  at  pre- 
sent written,  and  prevents  the  exhibition  of  the  aandhi.  Neither 
the  Calcutta  edition  (so  far  as  yet  printed)  nor  mv  manuscript 
makes  in  any  of  these  passages  the  insertion  required  by  the  Piir 
tio&khya:  and  it  may  properly  enough  be  considered  a  question 
whether  the  latter's  autnonty  ought  to  be  followed  in  a  matter  of 
this  character,  any  more  than  in  regard  to  the  duplications  which 
form  the  subject  of  chapter  xiv.  Nevertheless,  considering  the 
phonetic  reasonableness  of  this  particular  insertion,  and  its  close 
analogy  with  that  of  t  between  n  and  a  (see  the  next  rule),  I  should 
myself  decidedly  incline  to  write  ¥ik  a  and  M  ah.  The  manu- 
scripts of  the  commentary,  it  should  be  remarked,  try  to  follow 
the  directions  of  the  rule,  W.  B.  O.  reading  iM»,  and  W .  O.  rikah 
(with  the  k  and  ah  united  in  the  usual  sign  for  kah) ;  while  6.  M. 
even  yield  to  the  requirement  of  xiv,  12,  and  give  us  iHkha  and 
i^khah.  This  last  is  a  refinement  which  no  one,  probably,  would 
care  to  see  introduced  into  our  printed  texts. 

As  is  shown  in  detail  in  the  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  iL9,  the  teachings 
of  the  Ath.  Pr.  and  Vftj.  Pr.  are  virtualljr  in  agreement  with  those 
of  our  own  treatise  as  regards  the  insertions  prescribed  in  this  rule 
and  the  next,  while  the  Rik  Pr.  merely  mentions  them  as  enjoined 
by  some  authorities. 

iH*!^'^^  FRnf^;  II  ^^  II 

83.  After  /  or  n  is  inserted  a  t 

The  examples  given  for  these  combinations  are  vaah(Ui  avdhd 
(viL3.12  nine  times),  and  vidvdnt  aomena  yqjate  (iiL2.2*) ;  and,  in 
order  not  to  be  witnout  an  iUustration  for  the  collision  of  t  with  aJi^ 
one  is  dragged  in  from  the  jatdrtGiX :  anHy^du  ahatt  ahad  anH- 
y^dv  anHy^du  ahcU  (vL6.33) :  to  which  O.  M.  even  add,  from  the 

82.  aakdrapairah  ^  ahakdraparo  vd  kakdra  dgamo  hhavati  i^ 

pdrvah.    yathd:  praty- ;  praty- evampara  iti  kim: 

praty- .*  evampHrva  iti  kim :  tat .•  tat 

1  0.  M.  ins.  vd. 


V.  88.]        TiiUiAya'Prdtigdkhya  and  Tribhdshyaratna.  158 

same  source,  td/rU  sitbdhdfit  subdhdns  tdns  tdrU  mbdhdn  (ii4.1^). 
Counter-examples  are  shad  vd  riavah  (iiL4.8*),  and  tdn  rudrd 
(ibruvan  (v.6.2®). 

The  final  lingual  t  occurs  before  «,  according  to  m^  notes  upon 
the  text,  in  ten  other  passages  (iiL2.8^  eight  tunes:  iy.4.8>  ;  6.1*: 
v.4.3*,4^ ;  6.26 .  vi2.3* ;  6.33 :  yii^i.s  > ;  4.10^) ;  and  my  MS.  does  not 
once  employ  the  intermediate  t.  The  manuscripts  of  our  commen- 
tary, however,  all  introduce  it ;  and  this  time  B.  abets  6.  M.  in  con- 
verting it  into  th^  by  rule  xiv.  12.  The  combination  is  without  doubt 
a  very  troublesome  one,  in  the  demand  it  makes  upon  the  tip  of  the 
tongue :  but  whether  the  transition  is  helped  by  the  intrusion  of  a 
^  is  a  much  more  serious  question — and  one  to  exercise  and  gratify 
the  subtlety  of  a  Hindu  phonetist.  The  Ath.  Pr.  also  requires  tts 
(lis),  but  the  Kik  Pr.  (iv.6)  only  notices  the  mode  of  sandhi  as 
enjoined  by  certain  teachers. 

It  is  indeed  true  that  the  strict  letter  of  the  rule  requires  a  ^  to 
be  inserted  between  a  t  and  sh,  as  illustrated  by  the  commentator 
from  the  Jafd'text,  But  it  would  be  wholly  preposterous  to  sup- 
pose that  the  authors  of  the  Pr4ti9akhya  mtended  to  teach  any 
such  insertion — ^which  would  convert  the  consonant  combination 
from  one  wholly  natural  and  easy  to  one  in  a  high  degree  harsh 
and  difficult,  if  not  absolutely  impossible.  They  evidently  relied 
on  the  non-occurrence  of  sh  after  t  anywhere  in  the  Sanhitft  for  the 
annulling  of  that  part  of  the  rule's  prescription— either  having  no 
regard  to  a  Ja^text,  or  overlooking  the  fact  that  in  it  the  two  let- 
ters would  come  in  contact. 

Twice  in  the  T^ttiiiya  text  we  have  a  final  t  before  an  initial  sh 
(at  v.6.2«:  viL5.6®).  Although  their  collision  might  seem  to  call 
for  mediation  in  somewhat  the  same  manner  as  that  of  t  and  8,  the 
Prati94khya  makes  no  special  provision  for  it,  and  the  manuscript 
text  simply  combines  the  two  letters. 

The  meeting  of  final  n  with  initial  «,  the  other  case  contempla- 
ted by  the  rule,  is  very  frequent  ^there  are  sixty  instances  in  the 
first  two  kdndaa :  I  have  not  collected  them  through  the  whole 
text).  Neither  the  printed  text  nor  my  manuscript  is  absolutely 
faithful  in  inserting  the  prescribed  t;  yet  I  have  found  but  six 
cases  in  the  whole  Sanhita  in  which  the  latter  omits  it ;  and  out  of 
the  seven  passages  in  kdndas  l  and  ii.  where  the  former  leaves  it 
out,  my  manuscript  confirms  the  omission  in  only  one.  As  the  re- 
quirement of  the  jPrati9akhya  receives  so  much  support  from  the 
usage  of  the  scribes,  and  also  accords  with  the  prescriptions  of  the 
AtL  Pr.  (iL9^  and  Vaj.  Pr.  (iv.l4),  there  can  be  no  question  that  it 
ought  to  be  roUowed  oy  an  editor  of  the  Taittirlya  Veda. 

83.  cakdrah  sashakdrdv  anvddipati :  takdrapHrvo  vd^  nakdra- 

pdri^o  vd  takdra  dgarno  bhavati  sashakdrajmrah.    vash- ; 

vid- ;  anil' ;  tdnt evampara  iti  kim:  shad ; 

tdn 

1  B.  om. 

vou  «•  20 
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84.  A  9  preceded  by  a  mute  becomes  ch. 

The  commentator  gives  only  an  example  of  a  p  converted  into 
ch  after  t,  the  t  at  the  same  time  becoming  c  by  rule  22,  above : 
^rac  chrdutrt  (iv.3.22).  He  adds  a  counter-example,  dfuh  pipd- 
nah  (iv.6.4').  The  occurrence  of  any  other  final  mute  than  t  and 
n  (for  which  an  example  is  given  above,  under  rule  24)  before  ini- 
tial p  is  very  rare  (excepting  m,  for  which  see  the  following  rule) ; 
and  it  is  properly  only  after  a  dental,  or  after  a  dental  or  lin^ual^ 
that  the  conversion  here  prescribed  has  good  phonetic  ground — 
namely,  in  the  coalescence  of  a  ^sound  and  a  «A-80und  into  the 
compound  sound  of  our  ch  in  church  (see  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  ill 7). 
There  is  one  case  of  a  preceding  t  (i.3.14®),  where  my  MS.  reads, 
as  the  Prati9akhya  directs,  t  ch,  while  the  Calcutta  text  has  t  p. 
A  single  case  of  preceding  p  is  treated  of  below,  in  rule  36. 


H*l{ycfj  ll^Hll 


85.  But  not  when  preceded  by  m. 

By  this  rule,  says  the  commentator,  is  annulled  the  conversion 
of  p  to  ch  after  w,  which  would  otherwise  be  in  order  (according 
to  the  preceding  rule),  since  m  is  a  mute.  He  instances  sancitam 
me  ^iv.1.10^  and  v.1.10*)  and  sanpravd  Aa  (L7.2*).  Being  thus 
specially  exempted  from  the  operation  of  the  foregoing  rule,  this 
combination,  of  course,  falls  under  xiiL2  and  xv.1-3,  and  the  m,  as 
before  other  spirants,  becomes  armsvdra.  An  objection  is  raised 
against  the  pertinence  of  the  present  precept,  on  the  ground  that 
xiiL2  directs  the  omission  of  m  before  a  spirant,  and  that  hence 
there  could  arise  no  occasion  for  any  such  conversion  of  p  into  ch 
as  is  here  contemplated  and  guardea  against  The  reply,  however, 
is  a  very  easy  one ;  that,  by  rule  3  of  this  chapter,  the  require- 
ment of  the  conversion  into  ch,  as  it  is  stated  earlier,  would  have 
to  be  applied  first,  and  that  the  result  of  so  doing  would  be  to  pro- 

34.  pakdrap  chakdram  dpadyate  sparpapilrvah\    yathd^:  pa- 

rac evampHrva  iti  kim:  dpuh 6parpah».pdrvo  yas- 

mdd  asdu  sparpapHrvah, 

>  G.  M.  puts  first.    «  W.  G.  M.  om. 

36.  makdrapHrvah  pakdrap  chakdrath  nd  ^^padycUe.    yathd: 

Ban- ;  san- sparpatvdn  makdrasya  ^tatpdrve*  pakdre* 

prdptam  chatvam^  anena  nishidhyate.  nanv  etad  anupapannam  : 
*atha  makdralopah*  (xiii.1).-  rephoshinaparah  (xiii.2)  iti 
makdraaya  lopavidhdndn  na^  pakdrasya  chatvdpaUinimiUarn' 
aatt  Hi,  mdi  ^vam:  ^chatvdpddakam  malopdpddaJcdt  pHrvam: 
ataa'**  tcUra  pHrvampHrvam  prathamam*   (v.3)  ity  nyd- 
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duce,  in  the  passage  already  quoted,  the  reading  savichitam  me 
hrdhma;  which  is  wrong. 

86.  Nor,  according  to  Valmtki,  when  preceded  by  jp. 

There  is  but  a  single  case  in  the  Sanhit&  of  p  before  p,  namely 
the  one  here  quoted  by  the  commentator,  anushtup  ehdraat 
(iv.3.2*) :  so  my  manuscript  reads,  according  to  the  requirement  of 
rule  34,  above.  Valmlki  thinks  it  would  be  better  to  read  anu- 
shtup  ^racK — and  I  presume  we  shall  have  little  hesitation  in 
approving  his  opinion. 

37.  Nor,  according  to  PaushkarasSdi,  when  followed  by  a 
consonant ;  and  a  preceding  w,  in  that  case,  does  not  become 
rL  • 

This  translation  is  made  in  accordance  with  the  commentator's 
exposition.  One  might  be  tempted  to  understand  the  last  part  of 
the  rule  otherwise,  not  regarding  the  continuance  of  the  negative 
as  implied  from  the  other  part ;  translating  '  and  a  preceding  n  be- 
comes fl;^  but,  besides  the  authority  of  the  comment  agamst  it, 
this  would  be  a  mere  repetitious  enactment  of  the  rule  already 
given  above  (v. 24).  The  inquiry  is  raised,  how  we  know  that  pHr- 
vah^  *  the  preceding  letter,'  means  here  '  a  preceding  n.'  The  reply 
is,  because  only  n  is  liable  to  conversion  into  ^,  and  annulment  is 
only  made  of  that  which  would,  without  direction  to  the  contrary, 
be  liable  to  take  place. 

The  examples  given  to  illustrate  this  peculiar  view  of  Paushka- 
ras4di  are  dditydn  pmafmhhih  (v. 7. 12),  and  pdpiydn  freyase 
{L5.7*).  The  edition  has  pdpiydh  chreyase  in  the  latter  passage, 
in  accordance  with  the  approved  rules  of  the  Pr8lti9akhya ;  but  my 
MS.  seems  to  have  been  written  by  a  sectary  of  Paushkarasadi  at 
this  point  (namely,  in  the  margin :  a  line  or  two  of  the  context 
was  omitted  just  here  by  the  original  scribe).     In  the  former,  I 

yena  ehatvam  eva  pdrvam^^  kartavyam  sydt:  tathd  sati  makdra 

spar^as^^  ^^tatptire^^  pakdre  chatvam^^  dpanne  8 am- iti  sydt: 

tan  md  bhUd  ity  etat  sUtram  upapannam  evcu 

(')  B.  om.,  ezoepting  lokavidhdndn  na.  '  G.  M.  -vasyti.  '  O.  M.  -raaya.  *  G. 
M.  put  before  prdptam,  <*)  G.  M.  0.  om.  •  G.  M.  put  before  asii.  '  G.  M. 
-WUvdn.  ^  G.  M.  ehatvdpddakcuya  sutraaya  mdlopaaya  ca  chatv^ddakasydi  'va 
aapurvaivdt  •  W.  B.  0.  om.  »«  G.  M.  om.  »  B.  pa.  0*)  G.  M.  liatye  'U  makdre 
Hakarain,     "  B.  pare. 

36.  cakdrah  pratishedhdrthakahK'   vdlmtker  mate  pakdrapiir- 

vah*  pakdrap  chaJcuram*  nd  ^^padyate,    yaiJid :  an- 

1  B.  G.  M.  dhdkarahakah.    >  G.  M.  pi^pu-,    "  G.  M.  ehatvam. 
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find  the  reading  dditydn  chma^rubhihy  which  would  satisfy  neither 
side.  There  is  one  other  case  of  the  collision  of  n  with  ^  (at 
v.6.7^),  where  I  find  read  n  chr.  So  also,  at  v. 7.1*  my  MS.  has  n 
ehv;  and  at  viL3.14,  n  chy.  These  are  the  only  instances,  I  be- 
lieve, which  the  text  affords  of  the  combinations  contemplated  by 
the  rule. 

The  commentator,  at  the  end,  declares  this  rule  and  the  prece- 
ding not  approved,  and  with  reason:  the  evident  intent  of  the 
treatise  is  that  the  conversion  of  initial  p  to  ch  shall  take  place  in 
all  the  cases  falling  under  rule  34. 


•^^riri*iMi^^(^<1i({l*ii*j^  H  ^t:  II 


88.  According  to  Plfikshi,  K&u];idinya,  Gfiutama,  and  PSush- 
karas&li,  a  h  preceded  by  a  first  mute  becomes  a  fourth  mute 
corresponding  with  the  latter. 

The  examples  of  this,  the  approved  and  customary  combination 
of  an  initial  h  with  a  final  surd  mute,  are,  as  given  by  the  com- 
mentator, arvdg  ghy  enam  (vL3.3  >),  sarad  dhavd  apvcisya  (v.3.12* : 
G.  M.  omit  a^asya)^  and  tad  dhiranyam  (v.  4. 2*  and  vi.1.7^).  In 
giving  the  first  two  quotations,  W.  0,  6.  M.  (followinff  a  vicious 
and  indefensible  mode  of  combination,  which  occasion^ly  appears 
even  in  carefully  written  Vedic  manuscripts,  and  has  incautiously 
been  admitted  mto  some  edited  texts)  write  ghgh  and  dhdh  in- 
stead of  ggh  and  ddh;  and  in  the  latter  of  them  my  MS.  of  the 
Sanhit&  does  the  same  (see  the  note  to  xiv.5).  As  counter-exam- 
ples, establishing  the  restrictions  imposed  by  the  rule,  we  have 
prcUyai/i  hotdram  (vLS.l^),  vdk  ta  d  pydycUdm  (i.3.9*),  vashat  te 
(il2.12*) ;  and,  in  W.,  d  Hishthipat  te  (iv.6.9*),  but  in  all  the  other 
MSS.  tat  te  (13.0^  et  al). 

This  is  one  of  several  instances  in  which  the  Pr4ti9&khya,  in- 
stead of  stating  first,  categoricallv,  its  own  doctrine,  and  then  men- 
tioning others  at  variance  with  this,  puts  forward  the  conflicting 
views  of  different  authorities,  without  appearing  itself  to  decide  in 
favor  of  any  one  against  the  rest.  The  commentator  here  points 
out  (at  the  end  of  the  chapter^  that  the  present  rule  presents  the 
accepted  doctrine  of  the  treatise,  the  three  that  follow  being  dis- 

37.  pdushkarasdder  mate  vyafijanaparah  ^aJcara  spar^pilrvo 
'pi  chatvarh  nd  ^^padyate:  ^akdrapdrvo  nakdrap  ca  fUxkdram  nd 

*^padyate,    yathd^:  dd- ;  pdp- pHrva  ity  vJcte  ytakdra 

iti  katham  labhyate.  flakdrdpattir  asydi  ^ve  V»  brdmah :  prasak- 
tasydi  't?a*  hi^  prcUishedhdt,*  vyafijanam  asmdt  param  iti  vy- 
afijanaparah. 

ndi  Hat  sUtradvayam  Uhtam, 

1  W.  om.    *  G.  M.  om.  MO.    *  B.  0.  om.    «  G.  li.  -dhah. 
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approved;  bat  this  does  not  satisfy  ns.  We  might,  to  be  sure, 
regard  ourselves  as  justified  in  assuming  that  the  doctrine  of  the 
authors  of  the  work  is  first  stated,  with  due  and  respectful  men- 
tion of  the  authorities  npon  whom  they  especially  rely  m  maintain- 
ing it :  but  such  an  assumption  does  not  in  all  cases  nelp  us  out  of 
the  difficulty. 

89.  According  to  some  authorities,  it  remains  unchanged. 

That  is  to  say,  the  authorities  here  referred  to  would  read,  for 
example,  in  one  of  the  passages  already  quoted  (vL3.3i),  arvdk  hy 
enam. 

As  the  euphonic  treatment  of  A  as  a  sonant  instead  of  a  surd 
letter  is  one  of  the  most  perplexing  anomalies  of  the  Sanskrit  pho- 
netic system,  such  indications  as  this  of  the  fluctuating  and  antag- 
onistic views  of  the  old  Hindu  phonetists  repecting  it,  and  the  wu- 
lingness  of  some  of  them  to  give  it  the  value  of  a  surd  in  making 
combinations,  are  worth  a  great  deal  to  us. 

"^^   ^  5ir^lMHl{iHI*J[ll^oii 

40.  According  to  QSityfiyana  and  others,  a  fourth  mute  is 
interposed. 

These  respectable  authorities  would,  if  their  views  are  not  mis- 
represented, approve  the  very  strange-looking  and  hardly  defensi- 
ble reading  arvdkgh  hy  enam  (so  writes  W.,  with  the  utmost  pos- 
sible explicitness ;  B.  reads  arvdk  hya  hy;  O.  gives  arvdgh  hy; 
G.  M.  have  arvdghy).  The  commentator  tells  us  (one  would  like 
to  know  on  what  authority)  that  the  "  others  "  are  Ksluhallputra, 
Bharadvtlja,  Old  K&undinya,  and  Paushkarasadi.  All  are  men- 
tioned elsewhere  (see  Index)  in  the  text  itsell 

38.  pldkshiprabhrttndm  mate  prathamapHrvo  hakdras  tasya 

prathamasya  sasthdnam  ccUurtham  bhc0ate.    yathd\'  arv- ; 

Mar  ad ;  tad evampdrva  iti  kim:  prat- ;  hakdra  iti 

kim:  vdk ;  vor ;  d  Hi- jprcUhamah  pHrvo  yasmdd 

asdu  prathamapHrvah. 

*  G.  M.  om. 

30.  ekeshdm  mate  prathamapdrvo  hakdro  *vikrto  bhavcUi.  ya- 
thd:  arv' 

40.  pditydyanddtndm  mate  hakdraprathamayor  antare  madhye 

prathamasasthdna^    caturthdgamo    hhavatL    yathd:    arv- ; 

ddipabdena  kduhaliputrabharadvdjasthavirakaundinyapdushkar 
rcuddayo^  grhyante, 

*  G.  IC  "i^inydndm^  and  then  a  lacuna  to  pMJdrtham  under  the  next  rule. 
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41.  As  also,  according  to  the  Mlmafisakas. 

The  especial  mention,  in  a  separate  rule,  of  the  agreement  of 
this  school  with  the  view  of  ^aity&yana  and  his  abettors,  is  made, 
says  the  commentary,  with  an  honorific  intent. 

He  adds,  as  was  above  remarked,  that  rules  30  to  41  are  disap- 
proved. 


CHAPTER    VI. 


CoNTBNTS:   1-6,  oonyereion  of  b  and  A  into  «A;  6-13,  exceptions  and  counter- 
exceptions;  14,  insertion  of  »  between  final  n  and  initial  i. 


W<   q^JT^  H*l(RlHrfHlMl  \\\\\ 


1.  Now  for  the  conversions  of  s  and  visarjaniya  into  sh. 

An  introductory  heading  to  the,  rules  of  this  chapter — except- 
ing the  last  rule. 

2.  A  5  is  converted  into  sh  when  preceded  by  svdndso  divi, 
dpo  hi,  ayam  %  ham  w,  i2,  mo,  pro,  tri,  mahi,  dyavi,  padi,  or  a 
former  member  of  a  compound. 

The  illustrative  passages,  as  given  by  the  commentator,  are  as 
follows:  tUa  svdndso  divi  shantv  agneh  (i.2.14^ :  only  O.  has 
agneh;  B.  omits  both  that  and  the  preceding  word):  with  the 

41.  cakdrah  pHrfioktavidhim  anvddi^i:  mtmdnsakdndm  cd 
^ntardgamam>atam  savimatam.  pUrvoktam  evo  ^ddharanam, 
mtmdnsakdndm^  pUjdrtham  prthakstUrdrambhaA, 

ndi  ^tat  sUtratrayam  isluam. 

iti  tribhdshyarcUne  prdti^dkhyavivarane 
paficamo  'dhydyah, 
^  G.  M.  omit  to  here. 

1.  athe  Hy  ayam  adhikdrah:  sakdravisatjantydu  shakdram 
dpadyete  ity  etad  adhikrtam  veditavyam  ita  uttaram  yad  vak- 
shy  dm  ah. 
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counter-example  trttyctsydm  ito  divi  soma  dsU  (iiL5.7M,  to  show 
the  powerlessness  of  divi  to  effect  the  change  except  after  svdnd- 
sah.  Then  dpo  hi  shthd  mayohhuvah  (iv.1.6*:  v.6.1*:  vii.4.19*: 
only  G.  M,  have  the  last  word) :  the  necessity  of  dpo  is  shown  by 
the  counter-example  na  hi  svah  svan  hinasti  (v.  1.7  * ).  Next  ay  am 
u  shy  a  pra  devayvh  (iii5.ll'),  and  kam  u  shvid  asya  aemtyd 
(ii.6.11^):  with  the  counter-example  tad  u  soma  dha  (iv.2.8»),  to 
prove  that  u  changes  a  only  after  ayam  and  kam.  For  t2,  the  ex- 
ample is  Urdhva  H  shu  na  Utaye  (iv.l.42 :  only  G.  M.  have  the  first 
word) :  the  other  passages  in  which  it  exerts  a  like  influence  upon 
an  initial  8  are  L5.11«^ :  1115.10*:  iv.6.56 :  v.1.53:  vii.l.lS^ ;  4.11^.  For 
W10,  the  only  passage  is  the  one  quoted,  mo  shU  na  indra  (L8.3). 
For  pro^  only  pro  shv  asmdi  puroratham  (1,7.13^).  For  trij  only 
tri  shadhasthd  (11.4.11^  and  iii2.11*).  For  the  three  remaining 
words,  also,  the  text  affords  only  the  single  examples  given  by  the 
commentator:  muhi  shad  dyuman  namah  (iii.2.82),  ya  upa  ayam 
shtha  (ii.4.14*),  3,nd padi  shitdm  amuficatd  yajatrdh  (iv.7.15^  :  G. 
M.  omit  the  last  word).  To  the  prescription  conveyed  in  the  last 
item  of  the  rule,  which  seems  to  demand  that  every  s  beginning  in 
packi'text  the  latter  member  of  a  compound  should  be  changed  to 
«A,  rule  7,  below,  makes  the  very  important  general  exception 
"  not  after  a  consonant,  or  an  o-vowel ;"  it  means,  then,  that  s  is  so 
changed  after  the  t,  m,  and  r-vowels  and  the  diphthongs.  The 
commentator  illustrates  only  one  or  two  of  the  cases  in  which  the 
conversion  would  be  required:  hamah  ^cishad  vasuh  (iv.2.1* ;  p. 
puci-^at :  only  G.  M.  have  the  first  word),  ayd  vishthd  janayan 
(1.7.12^  ;  p.  vi'Sthdh:  only  G.  M.  have  ayd)^  and  goahkomam  dvitt- 
yam.  (vii4.11>). 

I  have  collected  from  the  Sanhita  all  the  words  coming  under 
the  operation  of  this  part  of  the  rule,  concerning  the  initial  s  of 
the  latter  member  of  a  compound  (just  about  a  hundred  in  num- 
ber, and  some  of  them  of  quite  frequent  occurrence),  but  I  do  not 
think  the  list  worth  the  trouble  of  giving  here.  So  far  as  regards 
the  Prati9akhya  and  its  relation  to  them,  the  important  point  is  to 
determine  whether  its  rules  and  exceptions  precisely  cover  them — 
and  I  have  to  say  that  I  have  not  succceeded  in  discovering  any 
want  of  exact  adaptedness  to  them.  There  is  a  single  participle, 
anuathita^  whose  unaltered  8  is  unnoticed  and  unprovided  for  in 
the  chapter,  but  it  occurs  only  as  final  member  of  a  compound, 
vishnvanusthitah  (ii.4.12^'*'*;  p.  vishnihanusthitah)^  BXid  so,  not 
being  itself  separated  into  its  constituents,  is  exempted  from  the 
action  of  the  present  rule. 

2 ity  evampHrvo  'vayrahapHrvap  ca  sakdrah  shakdram 

dpadyate.    yathd:    uta .•  avdndaa^   iti  kim:  trt- .•  dpo 

;  dpa  iti  Mm:  na ;  ayam. ;  kam ;  ayat'iikam 

iti  kim:    tad ;    Urdh- ;    mo ;    pro ;    tri ; 

mahi ;  ya ;  padi ;  hana- ;  ayd ;  go- 

avagrahah  pHrvo  yasmdd  asdv  avagrahapdrvah. 

1  W.  B.  wdfUL 
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*IH<IHlRl%imil^ll 

8.  Also  asaddma  and  asiflcan. 

The  "  also  "  (ca)  in  this  rule  implieB,  the  commentator  says,  that 
the  words  mentioned  are  preceded  by  an  avc^aha^  according  to 
the  final  specification  of  the  preceding  rule :  else  such  passages  as 
qjdydrh  gharmam  prd  ^sii^can  (v. 4.3 3)  would  fell  under  the  pre- 
scribed action.  The  examples  are  yena  kdmena  nyashaddme  Hi 
(viL5.2^ ;  p.  ni-asaddma)^  and  mitrdvarundv  abhyashincan  (i.8.11 ; 
p.  abhiroHflcan).  The  rule  is  given,  we  are  told,  for  the  purpose 
of  ordaining  that,  in  the  case  of  these  two  words,  the  conversion 
into  sh  after  an  avagraha  takes  place  even  notwithstanding  the 
interposition  of  an  a.  Why  not,  then,  puts  in  an  objector,  say 
"  even  when  a  interposes,"  without  specification  of  the  words  con- 
cerned ?  Because,  is  the  reply,  the  nde  would  then  apply  to  such 
cases  as  hrtsvaso  mayohMn  (iv.2.11»  ;  p.  hrtsuHisah). 


i^HjflHW^I    «jg^  f^lidll 


4  Also  in  an  unaccented  pada^  when  a  preposition  or  nis 
precedes. 

Thb  rule  can  apply  only  to  unaccented  verbal  forms,  since  they 
alone  can  be  technically  anuddtta  throughout,  having  the  anuddt- 
ta  sign  written  under  every  syllable.  In  any  compound  beginning 
with  a  preposition  like  pdri^  for  instance,  having  an  acute  on 
the  first  syllable  and  an  enclitic  avarita  on  the  second,  the  sylla- 
bles of  the  other  member  of  the  compound  would  not  have  the 
anuddtta  accent,  but  the  pracaya :  sucn  would  fall  under  rule  2  of 
this  chapter.  The  word  pada  in  the  rule,  we  are  told,  is  intended 
to  specify  the  text :  "  a  word  which  is  anuddtta  throughout  in  the 
pada-text "  is  what  the  Prati$akhya  means — it  being,  in  fact,  im- 
possible that  any  word  should  be  so  accented  in  samhitd'text. 

The  commentator's  examples  are,  for  prepositions,  apmann  Hr- 
jam  itipari  shitlcati  (v.4.4>),  imam  viahydmi  (Ll.lO^  and iii.5.6'), 
sdmr^yend  ^hhi  shiUcdmi  (LT.IO^  twice,  and  v.G.a^:  but  B.  O. 
read  miflcatiy  I  presume  by  a  copyist's  blunder,  as  I  find  no  such 
phrase  in  the  text),  yajamdne  prati  shthdpayanti  (vl1.4*),  and  ni 
shaadda  dhrtavrato  varunah  (5.8.16' :  only  fe  O.  have  varuna/i) ; 

8.  cuaddma  :  aaiUcan  :  ity  etayoh  sakdrah  shakdram^  dpadyate. 

yathd :  yena ;  mitr- cakdro  'vagrahapHrvatvdnvdde^- 

kah\    anvddepend  ^nena*  him:  aj- avagrahapHrvatve  'py* 

akdrena  vyaveta  ity  ay  am  drambhah,    nanu  Idghavdd  akdravyor 

veto  *piHy  etdvatdi^vd^lam:  kanthoktyd  kim,   ucyate:  hrt- 

ity  dddu  md  hhiXd  iti. 

'  O.  M.  ahatvam,    «  W.  B.  and  0.  p.m.  om.  piirva.    »  B.  0.  G.  M.  om.    *  G.  M. 
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for  nis^  ni  ahtanihi  duritd  (iv.6.6^ :  all  the  manuscripts  of  the  com- 
ment, along  with  my  manuscript  of  the  Sanhita,  read  thus,  as  re- 
quired by  ix.l:  compare  the  similar  cases  noted  under  rule  13, 
below).  A  number  of  counter-examples  are  given,  showing  the 
effect  of  absence  of  any  one  of  the  conditions  contained  in  the 
rule:  they  are  sadane  sida  samudre  (iv.3.1),  brhatah  ^rmani 
sydm  (iv.1.5'),  vi  stmatah  surucah  (iv.2.8* :  G.  M.  omit  this  ex- 
ample), and  abhi  savand  pdhi  (L4. 10,11). 

The  cases  coming  under  this  rule  are  not  so  numerous  but  that 
it  may  be  worth  while  to  report  them.  Of  verbal  forms  after  adhi 
I  have  found  none ;  after  ahhi^  I  have  noted  ahhi  ahydma  (i.4.46^), 
and  forms  of  ahhi  ahiilcdmi  (L7.10^  et  aL)  and  ahhi  shunomi 
(ill  1.8^);  after /?ra/i,  forms  oi  prati  ahthdpaydmi  (17.6*  et  aL), 
and  prati  ahtohhanti  (ii.2.123);  after  pari^  forms  oi  pari  shicye 
(iiL8.ll*  et  ai.),  and  pari  shthdt  (L7.13*);  after  vi  (besides  that 
quoted  under  rule  13,  below),  vi  shqjarUi  (vL4.7*),  and  forms  of  vi 
shydmi  (iiL4.11®) ;  after  ni  (besides  the  one  under  rule  13),  ni  sha- 
sdda  (L8.16*  et  aL),  and  forms  of  ni  shtddmi  (iiL6.ll*  et  aL). 
Such  cases  as  ni-shdddyati  (v.  3. 7*),  where  the  preposition,  losing 
its  accent  before  the  accented  verbal  form,  is  combined  with  the 
latter  in  the  padartextj  belong  under  rule  2,  above.  The  same  is 
the  case  with  vydtishqjet  (vi.6.4*  et  aL),  where  the  verb  has  two 
prepositional  prefixes,  and  is  therefore  written  in  combination  with 
them  {vi-dtish^et)^  and  with  altered  sibilant  But  for  this  circum- 
stance, we  should  require  a  separate  and  special  treatment  of  the 
word ;  for  ati  is  by  this  Prati^akhya  (Ll5)  excluded  from  the  list  of 
upasarga^  *  prepositions,'  and  so  could  not  by  the  present  rule  cause 
the  alteration  of  an  initial  «  of  a  root.  Anu  is  also  thus  excluded, 
whence  the  passage  anu  sthana  (v.e.l^)  does  not  fall  under  the 
rule,  and  the  retention  of  its  dental  sibilant  needs  no  specific  au- 
thorization. It  is  the  only  case,  so  far  as  I  have  discovered,  in 
which  the  restriction  of  the  class  of  prepositions  to  half  its  usual 
number  has  any  bearing  upon  the  objects  of  this  rule. 

{TH:#^iliPffcHr^:fTTgm:yHlHHll*(]d|IM^I- 

5.  Also  the  visarjamya,  when  followed  by  ^  of  agnih  pre- 
ceded by  rdsah  or  saptCj  and  of  nih,  viduh^  midhuh,  pdyvbhih^ 

4.  sarvdnuddtte  pade  vartamanah  sakdra  upasargapHrvo  niahr 

pdrvo  vd  shatvam  dpadyate.    yathd:    a^m- .•    imam ; 

admr ;  yaj- ;  ni ;  etdny^  upasargapilrvdnt*,   nishpUr- 

vam  api:  ni  bK- evampHrva  Hi  kim:  sad- ;  hrh- ; 

sarvdnuddtta  iti  kim:^i .•  abhi ;  pada  iti  kim:  kdldr- 

tham  :  padakdle*  'nuddtta  ity  arthah, 

»  G.  M.  efe.    «  O.  M.  -rgd.    »  W.  -iW  a. 
VOL.  IX.  21 


162  W.  D.  Whitney,  [vi.  5- 

wA,  sumatihj  rndkih,  tyuh^  dyuh,  dbhih,  sadhihj  and  nakih,  under 
all  circumstances. 

This  is,  the  commentator  remarks,  a  rale  establishing  exceptions 
in  advance  to  rule  2  of  the  ninth  chapter,  which  would  require  in 
every  case  s  instead  of  sh.  The  examples  are :  for  agnihy  avidush- 
tardaah:  agnish  tad  vipvam  (il.l4*)  and  medhyap  ca  sapte: 
agnisk  tvd  (v.l.ll*);  with  a  counter-example,  varshishthe  adhi 
ndke  'gnis  te  tanuvam  (Ll.8 :  only  G.  M.  have  the  first  two  words), 
to  show  that  agnih  becomes  (zgnis  after  other  words  than  the  two 
specified  in  the  rule.  For  nis^  nish  fapdtni  goshtham  (Ll.lO'). 
For  viduh^  vidushtaran  sapema  (ii.6.12*;  p.  viduh-taram\  and 
also,  in  virtue  of  rule  i.62,  aviduahtardaah  (Ll.14* ;  p.  aviduh-tard- 
aah) :  viduahtarah  occurs  at  ii6.ll  ^  f^or  mtdhuh^  midhushtama 
^^vatama  (iv.6.10*  ;  p.  mtdhuh4ama).  For  pdyuhhih^  pdyubhish 
tvan  pivebhih  (i.4.24):  with  the  counter-example  taamdd  apvas 
tribhis  tishthans  tishthati  (v.4.12* :  only  G.  M.  have  the  first  two 
words),  to  show  that  the  quotation  oihnih  (of  pdyurbhih)  alone  as 
nimitta  would  not  have  answered  the  purpose.  For  veh^  ^ce  vesk 
tvan  hi  yqjvd  fiv.3.13^).  For  sumcUiky  sumatUh  te  astu  bddhasva 
(L4.45 " :  only  G.  M.  have  the  last  word) :  and,  to  justify  the  text 
in  quoting  sumatih  (p.  su-matih)  in  full,  instead  of  matm  simply, 
we  receive  an  asserted  quotation  from  "  another  lext^'^^  pram  a  tis  te 
devdndm.  For  mdkis^  mdkiah  te  vyathir  d  dadharsnit  (1 2. 14^). 
For  tyy^y  tyitah  te  ye  pHrvatardm  apapyan  (L4.3d).  For  dyuh^ 
dyuah  ta  dyurdd  agne  (ii.5.12' :  only  G.  M.  have  agne) :  we  have 
dyuah  te  again  at  i.3.14*.  For  dohih^  dbhish  te  adya  gtrbhih 
(iv.4.4^ :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word).     For  aadhih^  apsv  agne  sa- 

6.  rdaah:  sapte:  ^ity  etdbhydm  vi^hte  'gnir  ity  asmin*  gra- 

hane:  nth *•' naJcih:  ity  eteshu  visarjantyas  takdraparah 

shakdram*  dpadycUe*.  yathd:  avid- .*  medh- ;  etd- 
bhydm vi^hfa  iti  kim:  varsh- .•  nish ;  vid- .•  apy 

akdrddi  (i.52)  iti  vacandd  avidushtardsa  ity  apy  uddhara- 

nam:  mi- :  pdy- :  pdyv*  iti  kim :  tasm- .•  poce .* 

sum- ;  sv  iti  kim:  pram- iti  ^khdntare:  mdk- .• 

iyush ;  dyush ;  dbhish .•  apsv .*  nakish 

nityapabdah  kimarthah:  rkdrarephavati  (vL8).'  avagrahah 
(v.  9)  iti  nishedham*  vakshyati:  avidur*  ity  atra  visatyantyasyd 
^vagraAasthatvdt  shcUvaih  na  sydt:  tan  md  bhUd  iti:  kanthoktir 
"  vidwr  ity  asydi  ^va  *  na  tv  avidvr  ity  asye  Hi  ddurbalydt :  tat- 
samrakshandrtho  nityapabdah  prayujyate. 

aghoshaparas  tasya  sasthdnam  (ix.2)  ity  asya  puras- 
tdd  apavddo  'yam. 

0)  O  W.  transposes,  breakmg  midhuh  in  the  middle.  '  Gt.  M.  etaaminn.  *  O. 
M.  ahtUvam,  *  W.  0.  -yur;  G.  M.  -yiMUr;  B.  oomipt  •  G.  M.  pnUiahedho. 
"f  G.  M.  vid-,    s  G.  BL  in&  ap^    *  G.  M.  ins.  shaivam. 
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dhiah  tava  (iy.2.d',11^).     And  for  nakth^  nakish  tarn  ghnanti 
(iil.ll*):  nakish  tarn  is  found  also  at  L8.22*. 

The  final  specification  of  the  rale,  nityam^ '  under  all  cireum- 
stances,'  is  explained  as  intended  to  assure  the  inclusion  in  the  rule 
of  the  word  aviduahtardsah  ^Ll.l4*),  already  (juoted,  which  would 
otherwise  be  liable  to  exclusion  by  the  operation  of  rules  8  and  9, 
below.  The  word  viduh  itself,  we  are  told,  is  all  riffht,  because  of 
its  specific  mention  in  the  text,  but  a  little  additional  force  is  need* 
ed  to  bring  in  aviduh  as  its  hanger-on.  The  explanation  is  by  no 
means  of  the  most  satisfactory  character,  but  1  have  ift>thing  to 
suggest  in  its  place.  We  have  already  once  (see  note  to  iiLS)  bad 
a  case  arising  under  L52  treated  as  demanding  a  special  hanming. 

?RT  R*  n  ^  II 

6.  Now  for  exceptions. 

An  introductory  heading,  of  force  in  the  rules  that  follow 
(through  rule  13). 

7.  Excepted  is  a  «  preceded  by  an  a- vowel,  a  consonant, 
^ahunij  patnt,  rtu,  f^tyu,  malimlu,  or  hrhaspatL 

The  bearing  of  the  first  two  items  of  this  rule  on  those  which 
precede  it  has  been  noticed  under  rule  2.  The  commentator's  ex- 
amples are,  for  a  preceding  a- vowel,  antarikshasad  dhotd  (i.8.15* 
et  al :  only  G.  M.  have  the  second  word)  and  d  stficasvxz  (L4.10: 
but  6.  M.  omit  the  passage),  of  which  one  falls  as-  an  exception 
under  rule  2,  the  other  under  rule  4 ;  and,  for  a  preceding  consonant, 
rksdme  vdi  (vi.1,3  >).  Then,  for  the  words  specified,  we  have  paku- 
nisddena  (v.7.14),  patnUamydjdndm  (ii.6.10*  :  G.  M.  read  -ydjd/ty 
which  is  found  twice  in  the  same  division  of  the  same  section,  but 
not  elsewhere),  rtusthds  tasya  (v.  7.6^  :  the  same  compound  is  found 
at  v.6.8>),  mrtyuaamyuta  iva  (L5.9* :  only  G.  M.  nave  iva\  ndi 

6.  cUhe  Hy  ay  am.  adhikdrah:  ne  Hy  etad^  adhik^am  veditavyam 
ita  uUaram  yad  vakshydmah*. 

'  G.  M.  om.    '  W.  vadaydmah, 

7.  avarnapHrvo  vyafljanapiirvap  ca  ^a kunv hrhaspati: 

ity^  evampHrvafi  ca*  sakdrah  shakdrafh*  nd  ^^padyate.    yathd: 

ant- .•  avagrahapHrvatvdt  *  prdptih:  *d  siii- ;  upasarga- 

pdrvatvdit  prdptih^:    rk- ;   pak- .*  pain- ;   rtvr ; 

mrtr ;  ndi ;  ftrA- ;  ^avagrahapHrvatvdd  eshdm  prdp- 
tih'. 

'  O.  om.  *  Or.  IC.  om.  *  G.  M.  shatmm.  *  G.  M.  ins.  esh4m,  ^  G.  M.  om.. 
<*)  G.  IL  QOu;  W.  Adda  aa  viaraayah:  avagrahapurvabjdt  prdptih. 
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^nam  malimlusend  mncUHi  (vi.3.2® :  only  G.  M.  have  the  first  two 
and  the  last  words),  and  brhaspcUisutasya  te  (i.4.27  and  vi.5.8^) ; 
all  of  which,  as  the  commentator  points  out,  are  cases  falling  under 
the  last  specification  of  rule  2,  respecting  the  conversion  of  initial 
8  of  the  latter  member  of  a  compound. 

8.  Also  in  a  word  containing  r  or  r. 

The  commentator  gives  one  example  of  each  case,  the  former 
constituting  an  exception  under  rule  4,  the  latter  under  the  last 
specification  of  rule  2:  vi  firjate  ^dntydi  (L7.6^),  and  tasmdt  sa 
visrdsyah  (vL2.9*,10^  :  only  G.  M.  have  tasmdt). 

Of  other  words  falling  under  this  rule,  I  have  noted  parisrutam 
(L8.21),  viaarjanam  (i.1.5*),  hahuaHvari  (iiil.ll*J,  and  gosaJtram 
(viiS.l*).  Compare  the  nearly  corresponding  iniles  of  the  other 
treatises,  Rik  Pr.  v.ll,  V&j.  Pr.  ilLSl,  Ath.  Pr.  ill02,106. 

9.  Also  in  the  former  member  of  a  compound. 

We  should  expect  the  word  avaaraha  in  this  rule  to  be  put  in 
the  locative  case,  so  as  to  accord  in  construction  with  the  prece- 
ding rule ;  and  I  have  translated  it  as  a  locative.  Its  being  a  nomi- 
native makes  the  commentator  some  trouble :  he  declares  avagra- 
ha  here  equivalent  to  avagrahastha^ '  standing  in  avagrdha^  and 
quotes  as  corresponding  and  customary  expressions  "the  stages 
cry  out,"  "the  fat  one  knows,"  where  "  tnose  occupying  the  stages," 
"  the  soul  inhabiting  a  fat  body,"  are  really  meant. 

The  occasion  for  such  a  precept  as  this  arises  out  of  rule  4,  above, 
which  provides  for  the  conversion  into  %h  of  the  initial  «  of  a  word 
wholly  anuddUa^  after  a  preposition.  It  was  aimed,  as  is  there 
pointed  out,  at  unaccented  verbal  forms.  But  the  former  mem- 
bers of  compounds  which  are  accented  on  the  latter  member 

8.  rkdrap  ca  rephap  ca  rkdrarephdu:  tdv  asniint  sta  ity  rkdra- 
r^havat :  tctsmin  pade  vartamdnah  sakdrah  ahakdram^  nd  '*'*pad- 

yate.    yathd^:  vi ;  ^upasargapiXrvatvdt  prdptih^:  tasm- ; 

*avagrahapilrv(Uvdt  prdptih*, 

»  G.  M.  ahatvam.    «  G.  M.  om.    O  W.  B.  0.  om.    <*>  W.  om. 

9.  avagrahasthah  sakdrah  ahakdram^  nd  ^^padyate:  upasarga- 
pHrvap*  ca*:  avagraha  ity  avagrahastho^  lakahyate*:  maficdh  kro- 
paiM  Hy  atra  *  maficasthdh :  ^  sthUlo  jdndtl  Hi*  sthtlladehasthah. 
addharandni :  tasy- ;  mukh- 

*  G.  M.  Bhafomh.  '  W.  -vo ;  G.  M.  viaatjaniya^.  *  W.  sat  *  G.  M.  change 
place  with  avagraha.  *  B.  0.  labky-.  *  G.  M.  ins.  yaihd.  ^  G.  M.  ins.  yathd. 
^  B.  0.  cm.  iti. 
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would  also  come  under  the  rule,  as  being  anuddtta  throughout, 
and  also  entitled  to  the  designation  pada^ '  word/  equally  with 
completely  independent  vocables :  h^nce  the  necessity  of  providing 
for  their  exclusion  from  its  action.  The  commentator  illustrates 
with  a  couple  of  examples:  tdaydm  devd'  ddhi  samvdsantah 
(iiL5.1>),  ana  mMham  yajtid'ndm  ahJn  samviddni  (v.l.ll^  :  only 
6.  M.  have  the  first  word).  W.  B.  O.  introduce  a  third,  between 
the  other  two,  namely  ahhi  sdm  agachantk  Hi  (ii5.3^) ;  but,  as  is 
shown  by  the  accentuation  and  division,  it  does  not  fall  under 
either  the  fourth  rule  or  this,  and  has  evidently  come  in  by 
somebody's  blunder. 

It  is  very  possible  that  the  Sanhita  contains  other  cases  requir- 
ing the  application  of  this  rule ;  but  if  so,  they  have  escaped'  my 
notice. 

H^f^^HH  moil 

10.  Also  in  sava  and  sthdnam. 

The  cited  passages  are  agnisava^  city  ah  (v.  6.1*),  anu8avanam 
pyrodd^n  (vL5.ll*  and  vii5.6*),  savanesavane  'hki  grhiidti 
(vi4.11*;  ^.i\^)^ prasavdya  sdvitrah  (vi.6.5^ :  G.  M.  omit  the  last 
word;  and  the  whole  example  is  a  blunder,  since  there  is  no- 
where a  rule  requiring  the  lingualization  of  the  sibilant  in  prasa- 
vdya)^  and  gacha  gosthdnam  (i.l.9*'2j. 

The  word  athdnam  being  cited  witn  its  special  case-ending,  the 
role  would  not  apply  to  such  forms  as  sthdndh^  sthdnt^  which  in 
feet  occur  in  the  compound  pratiahthdna  (e.  g.  i.7.6®:  ii.4.4*),  with 
their  sibilant  converted  to  ah,  S<(va,  however,  having  no  case- 
ending,  falls  under  rule  i.22,  and  is  employed  as  "  part  of  a  word, 
in  order  to  the  inclusion  of  a  variety  of  cases,"  as  the  comment 
duly  points  out,  and  as  his  selected  examples  illustrate. 

?r  fi^m'iji 

11.  But  not  when  dhi  precedes. 

The  examples  are  adhiahavanam  aai  (Ll.5^:  W,  omits  this  ex- 
ample), adhtahavane  jihvd  (vL2.11*),  and  adhiahthdnam.  dram- 


10.  aava:  athdnam:  ity^  etayoh  aakdrah  ahaJcdram^  nd  ''''pad- 

yate,    aave  Hi paddikadepo  hahilpdddndrthah\    agn- ;  anua- 

;  aav- :  praa- ;  gacha 

'  Or,  M.  om.    '  O.  M.  ahatvam.    '  B.  baMndm  paddndm  arthah. 

11.  aava:  athdnam:  ity  ayoh^  aakdr^  dhipHrve*  niahedho  na 

praaarati.    yathd:    adhr :    adh- ;    adh- dht    Hy 

ay  am  varnah*  pHrvo  yaamdd  aadu  dhipiXrvah:  taamin, 

1  6.  G.  M.  0tmyak.    «  G.  M.  sakdrasya  pArva.    »  G.  M.  put  first.    *  W.  om. 
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bhanam  (iv.6.2*).     There  are  no  other  words  illastrating  the  rule, 
although  adhishavana  occurs  in  one  or  two  other  passages. 

Considering  that  an  appended  specification  constituting  a  rule 
often  applies  only  to  the  last  word  given  in  the  preceding  rule  (e.  g. 
iy.l3,16j,  it  might  well  enough  have  seemed  advisable  to  the  au- 
thors 01  the  Prati9akhya  to  read  here  dhipHrvayoh,  in  the  dual, 
instead  of  dhipHrve, 

12.  Also  in  samtdnAhyah^  saptdbhih,  aammttdm,'  startdm, 
sitam,  spagahj  sak,  sani,  sanih,  sanih,  saiheyah,  sattvd,  and 
sasydydi. 

The  examples,  as  quoted  by  the  commentator,  are  as  follows. 
For  samtdndfhyah,  parisamtdnebhyah  wdhd  (vii.4.21).  For  sap- 
tdbhihy  trisaptdbhih  pag^tikdmasya  (v.2.62 :  G.  M.  have  only  the 
first  word).  For  sammitdm,  vedisammitdm  minoti  (v.G.S^).  For 
atandm,  dvistandm  karoti  (v.  1.6*).  For  sitam,  anusUam  vapali 
(v.2.5*).  For  «papaA,  tanilpdnah  prcUiapa^ah  (v. 7.3*).  Sak  is 
aeclared  a  part  of  a  word,  implying  a  variety  of  foims ;  for  exam- 
ple, pa^dt  pr^isaktho  bhavati  (u.1.33),  pr^isakthds  trayo  hdi- 
mantikdh  (v. 6. 2 3 :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word),  pr^nUaktham  d  la- 
bheta  grdmakdmah  (iil.3^ :  G.  M.  O.  omit  the  last  word),  and 
pr^niaakthdya  svdhd  (viL3.18) :  I  have  noted  no  other  cases,  and 
should  regard  saktha  as  (by  i.22)  the  preferable  form  for  the  gra- 
hana  in  the  rule.  For  sani,  taamdd  etad  goaani  (viL6.22) ;  for  sa- 
nihy  am  stanayitnusanir  asi  (iv.4.6^  :  G.  M.  omit  the  first  word) ; 
for  sanih^  vrshtisantr  upa  dadhdti  (v.3.1^,10>) :  gosanih  is  found 
also  at  iii2.6^,  and  vrshtisanih  at  iv.4.6^.  As  it  would  satisfy  all 
these  cases  to  cite  aan  alone,  in  the  character  of  part  of  a  word 
(like  sak,  above),  the  commentator  inquires  why  that  was  not  done, 
and  the  citation  of  whole  words  avoided ;  and  he  brings  up  in  re- 
ply mrdhd  vd  esho  'bhishanno  yasmdt  aamdneshv  any  ah  ^eydn 
tUa  (ii.4.23 :  all  but  W.  stop  at  shatmo),  and  nishanndya  svdhd 

12 eteshu^  sakdrah  shaJedram*  nd  ^^padyate.    yathd: 

pari- ;  trir .•  vedi- .•  dvi- .•  anu- .*  tan- ; 

sa{/  iti  paddikade^o  bahUpdddndrthah :  yathd:  papc- '  PV^ 

:  prp- '  PVP" •'  ^«*- •'  ««* •'  vrsh' .•  *sann 

ity*  etdvatdi  '«a*  siddhe  kim  akhHapad^jpdthena^:  mrdhd ; 

nishr .•  ity  dddu  md  bhUd  iti:  sus- .•  abhis- ;  sus- 

*sattvdsamtdnebhya  ity  etayor  upasargapHrvatvdt  prdptih  ;* 

^sarveshdm*  anyeshdm  avagrahnpdrvatvdt  prdptih\ 

»  a.  M.  eshu,  «  G.  M.  aJuOvmh.  O  W.  B.  0,  mm  ity;  G.  M.  Mini  '^.  «  G.  M. 
om.  eva.  ^  G.  M.  om.  pada.  <*>  W.  aaivdsaaydyd  ity  aiyor  upasargdvagrahaptkrv- ; 
B.  0.  samtdnebhyak  wdhd:  ity  etayor  up-.    <^  W.  om.    "  G.  M.  om. 
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(viLl.19*),  as  examples  of  the  alteration  of  san.  Sani  would  not 
cover  all  the  cases ;  and  the  treatise  makes  no  provision  for  the 
citation  of  a  theme  ending  in  t,  or  any  other  vowel  than  a,  as  rep* 
resentative  of  all  the  forms  derived  from  that  theme.  For  sor 
bheyah  is  quoted  susabheyo  ya  evarn  (viil.8^ :  6.  M.  omit  evam). 
For  sativdy  dbhiaattvd  sahojdh  (iv.6.42  :  all  the  MSS.  read  every- 
where, in  text,  commentary,  and  Sanhita,  satvd).  And  for  sasyd- 
ydiy  misasydydi  supippaldhhyah  (12.2^). 

Atl  these  are  exceptions  under  rale  2,  being  cases  of  compounds 
whose  second  member  begins  with  «,  after  a  vowel  other  than  an 
-  o-vowel.  The  commentary  tries  (with  much  discordance  between 
the  different  manuscripts :  see  the  various  readings  below)  to  claim 
two  of  them  as  exceptions  under  rule  4 ;  but  there  is  no  ground 
for  BO  doing. 

^155557^^  II  \\  II 

13.  But  not  in  svara^  spardhdhy  starima,  sdhasra,  sdrathih^ 
sphurantij  stubh,  and  in  sto  when  preceded  by  jyotih,  dyuh,  or 
catuh. 

Of  these  words,  the  first  six  constitute  counter-exceptions  under 
rule  8,  which  excepted  words  containing  r  or  r  from  the  conver- 
sion of  their  initial  s  into  ah.  The  examples,  as  quoted  by  the 
commentator,  are  as  follows:  amha  ni  shvara  (14.1^  and  vL4.4^); 
vi  shpardhdp  chandah  (iv.3.123) — these  two,  it  is  noted,  are  cases 
under  rule  4,  of  unaccented  veroal  forms  after  a  preposition — su- 
shtartrnd  jushdnd  (v.1.11*);  dviahdhasram  cinvtta  (v. 6. 8^  :  G.  M. 
omit  cinvtta)^  and  trishdhasro  vd  aadu  lokah  (v.6.8^:  G.  M.  omit 
^ter  vdi) — ^both  forms  are,  we  are  made  to  observe,  included  in 
the  citation  of  sdhasra  by  its  theme-ending  «,  according  to  rule 
i22 :  other  forms  do  not  occur  in  the  Sanhita,  nor  these  elsewhere 
than  in  the  two  divisions  quoted  from — kdmayate  suahdrcUhih 
(iv.6.62);  and  vishphurantt  amitrdn  (iv.e.e^j. 

The  next  case  is  a  very  anomalous  one,  bemg  the  conversion  of 
8  into  sh  after  a,  contrary  to  the  first  specification  of  rule  7.  The 
phrase  is  aashtup  chandah  (iv.d.l2^;  p.  sa-stitp).  Compare  simi- 
lar cases  as  noted  in  Ath.  Pr.  ii.96. 

The  combination  of  sto  with  the  three  words  mentioned,  although 

18 «ftip;   Uy  eteshu  sakdrah:  jyotih:   dyuh:   catuh: 

evampHrvap  ca^  gto  Uy  atra  sakdra  rkdrarephavati  (vi.8); 
avarnavyafijana  (iv.7)  ^iti  co  ^ktam*  niahedham  nd  ^^padyate: 
kim  tti  shatvam  pratipadyate :  iti  pratiprasavdrtho  'yam  nakd- 

rah,  yoUhd :  amha ;  vi  sh- .•  upasargapHrvatvdd anayoh 

prdptih:  suaht- ;  grahanasya  ca*  (i.22)  iti  vacandd  akd- 

ragrhUam  ^sdhcuroffrahanam  anekdrtham:  yathd^:  dvish- ; 


168  W.  D.  Whitney,  [vl  13- 

not  quite  regular,  has  nothing  strange  in  it.  The  final  visarjantya 
of  the  first  member  of  the  compound  is  lost  by  ix,l,  and  the  sibi- 
lant is  treated  as  it  would  be  had  no  h  been  present.  The  examples 
2kTe  jyotiahtomam prcUhamam  (vii.4.10i,ll »),  dyuaJUomarh  trtiyam 
(vii.4.11'),  and  catushtomo  abhavcU  {iy,Z,l\^ ):  jyotishtoma  and 
catushtoma  occur  in  a  number  of  other  passages,  which  it  is  not 
worth  while  here  to  rehearse.  The  exception  this  time  is  to  the 
second  specification  of  rule  7,  according  to  which  the  consonant  h 
at  the  end  of  the  former  member  of  the  compound  would  pre'vent 
the  lingualization  of  the  sibilant  Of  course,  according  to  the 
theory  of  the  Prati9akhya  (by  v.  3),  the  lingualization  is  first  per- 
formed, giving  jyotihahtoma  etc.,  and  then,  by  ix.l,  the  visafjor 
ntya  disappears,  making  jyotishtoma^  as  all  the  manuscripts,  of 
comment  and  Sanhit4,  constantly  read. 

The  commentator  remarks  the  fact  that,  from  starima  on,  the 
cases  are  such  as  fall  under  the  last  specification  of  the  second  rule 
of  this  chapter.  He  then  adds,  as  counter-examples  under  sto^  yad 
akshnaydstomiydh  (v. 3. 3*),  catustandm  karoti  (v.  1.6*),  a.nd  jyotis 
tv  'd  asya  (iL2.4®  :  but  G.  M.  omit  this  example). 

There  are  a  few  other  words  which  we  might  expect  to  see  in- 
cluded among  those  forming  the  subject  of  this  rule.  Such  is  bar- 
hishad  (iv.6.1*  et  aL),  L  e.  harhih-sad:  but  the  Rik  and  Atharvan 
padartQxi%  adopt  the  omission  of  the  final  h  as  part  of  their  own 
reading,  and  the  Taittirlya  (p.  barhisad)  does  the  same,  so  that 
the  irregularity  of  the  word  lies  outside  the  Pr&ti^akhya.  Such, 
again,  are  dushtara  (iv.4.12^)  and  dushtarttte  (iv.4.12*),  provided 
that,  as  seems  to  me  probable  (compare  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  ii86),  they 
are  regarded  as  compounds  of  duh  with  stara  and  staritu.  But 
these  words  are  written  by  the  padortextH  of  the  other  Vedas  du- 
stara  and  dustarttu,  and  the  padc^texi  of  the  Taittiriya-Sanhitji 
reads  dushtara  and  dteshfarttu,  so  that  there  is  no  reason  for  their 
peculiar  phonetic  form  bein^  noticed  by  the  Prati9akhya,  Once 
more,  trishshamrddhcUvdyaJuAAl^)  would  call  for  inclusion  here, 
but  that  the  addition  of  the  suffix  tva  at  its  end  annuls  the  separa- 
tion which  would  otherwise  be  made  of  the  first  element  of  the 
compound,  trih^  and  the  word  stands  in  pada-text  trtshshamrddha- 
'tvdya^  and  so  does  not  require  alteration  in  sarhhitd, 

trishr ;   kdm- .•   vish- ;   sashr ;  jyot- .*   dy- 

:  cat- ;  starimddtndm  eshdm  avagrahaptirvatvdt prdptth: 

jyotirddipdrvatvena  kim :  yad ;  sto  iti  Mm :  cat- :  jyot- 


>  G.  M.V)m.    («)  G.  M.  f^  ddi.    »  W.  B.  om.    <*)  W.  B.  0.  om.    , 
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f?ft  f^  H  ^^  II 

14.  In  tarhdn,  tasjmn,  lokdn^  vidvdn,  idn,  trin,  yushmdn^ 
&rdhvdnj  ambakdn,  rtdn^  a^maif,  krnvan^  pi(rn,  andn,  kapdldn^ 
tishthan  when  accented  on  the  first  syllable,  nemir  devdn,  and 
savajie  pagiJin,  an  original  n,  followed  by  a  t^  becomes  5,  when 
the  ^  is  a  constant  ona 

There  seems  to  be  no  particular  reason  why  this  rule  is  intro- 
duced here,  instead  of  anywhere  else  in  the  work,  as  it  has  no  re- 
lation with  the  rest  of  the  contents  of  the  chapter.  It  is  a  com- 
plete rehearsal  of  the  cases  in  which  the  old  «,  with  which  most 
Sanskrit  words  in  n  originally  ended,  is  retained  under  the  protec- 
tion of  a  following  initial  t  The  combination,  of  course,  is  histori- 
cally identical  with  that  of  n  c  into  npc,  treated  of  in  the  preceding 
chapter  (v. 20 :  see  the  note  upon  that  rule).  The  "conversion "  of 
n  into  «,  as  the  treatise  chooses  to  state  the  case,  involves,  by 
XV.  1-3,  the  prefixion  of  amcsvdra  to  the  sibilant. 

The  examples  quoted  by  the  commentator  are  as  follows.  For 
tarhdn^  patatarhdns  trnhaiUi  (L5.7®  and  v.  4. 7*).  For  tasmin^  taa- 
mins  tvd  dadhdmi  (i.6.5  > ;  7.5  *).  For  lokdn^  imdn  eva  lokdns  ttr- 
tvd  (iiL6.4^) :  there  is  another  case  of  lokdns  at  ii.3.6*.  For  vid- 
vdn^  ya  evarh  vidvdns  traidhdtavti/ena  yajate  (ii.4.11*:  G.  M. 
stop  with  -yena:  the  Trdttirtya-Sanhita  has  pa^kdmo  before  yor 
jcUe^  which  W.  B.  O.  have  doubtless  dropped  out  by  an  oversight). 
For  tdn,  kaksheshv  aghdyavaa  tdm  te  dadhdmi  jamhhayoh 
(iv.1.10^ :  only  G.  M.  have  the  first  two  words,  and  they  omit  the 
last  one) :  tdns  is  also  found  at  iL4.11* :  iii.1.9^ :  iv.  1.10^  twice:  vi.3. 
1*  twice;  4.10^»*.  For  trln^  trim  trcdn  anu  (ii.5.10').  For yush- 
mdn,  yttshmdns  te  'nu  (iii.2.5®) :  we  find  ytishmdm  again  at  vii.1.6^. 
For  Urdhvdn^ydn  Urdhvdm  tdn  upabdimatah  (ih.1.9*:  only  G. 
M.  have  the  first  word).  For  ambakdn,  tryamhakdm  trtiyasavo 
nam  akurvata  (iii.2.23:  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word).  For  rtfin^ 
rtHm  tanvate  kavayah  prajdnatth  (iv.3.113:  G.  M.  omit  after 
tanvate).  For  a^man^  apmans  te  ks/itU  (iv.6.1 '  and  v.4.4*).  For 
krnvan^  punah  krnvans  tvd  pitaram  yuvdnam  (iv.7.18*» :  only  W. 
has  the  last  word).     For  pitrn,  qja  iti  pitrns  tantur  iti  (v.3.6  * : 

14 ddyuddtte  tishthangrahane eshu^  grahaneshu 

prdkrto  nakdrah  padasamaye*  vartamdnas  takdraparah  sakdram 

dpadycUe.    yathd:   pat- ;   tasm- ;    imdn ;    ya .• 

kaks/i' ;  trina ;  yush- ;  yd?i ;  tryamr .*  rt- 

;  apmr ;  punah ;  oja .•  prdn- .•  apt  vikr- 

tarn  (l51)  iti  vacandd  etad  hhavati:  dvdd- ;  trihh- ; 

ddyuddtta  iti  kirn:  na ;  apy  akdrddi  (i.52)  iti  prdptih: 

nem- ;  nemir  iti  kim :  jdt- ;  mddh- .*  savana  iti  kim: 

VOL.  IX.  22 
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only  Q.  M.  have  the  first  two  words).  For  txndn^  prdndns  tcisyd 
^fUar  yanti  (vu.1.3  > ;  p.  pra-andn) :  here  rule  L51  is  invoked  to  show 
that  the  lingualized  n  does  not  render  the  citation  inoperative. 
For  kapdldn,  dvdda^kapdldns  frttyasavane  (vii5.6*).  For  tish- 
than^  tribhis  tishthans  tishthati  (v.4.12>):  as  counter-example, 
proving  the  necessity  of  the  requirement  as  to  accent,  we  have  na 
praty  atishthnn  td  vctsuko  *8i  (v.3.6^:  G.  M.  omit  na),  which 
would  fell  under  the  operation  of  the  present  rule  by  L52.  For 
nemir  devdn^  nemir  defsdns  tvam  partbh^lrasi  (iL5.9^ :  G.  M.  omit 
asi) ;  with  the  eounter-er ample ^'<l/at7e<fo  vnpnyd  gacha  devdn  (van 
hi  (iiLl.4^ :  G.  M.  omit  the  first  word),  to  show  that  devdn  is  so 
treated  only  after  7iemih,  For  savane  pa^n^  mddhyandine  sa- 
vane  paptlns  trtiycuavane  (iiL2.9^ :  G.  M.  omit  the  first  word) ; 
with  the  counter-example  pri\jdni  papdn  tend  ^vardhata  (viL4.3^), 
to  prove  the  need  of  savane  in  the  rula  Then,  as  general  counter- 
example, to  bring  out  the  fact  that  n  is  thus  converted  into  8  only 
before  t,  we  have  tasmin  prajdpaiir  vdyuh  (viL  1.5  * ) :  G.  M.  add  also 
lokdn  dravindvatah  (v.3.11^).  And  finally,  the  commentator  pro- 
ceeds to  explain  and  illustrate  the  limitations  ^an  original  (prdkrta) 
n  "  and  ^  a  constant  {nUya)  t^'*  given  in  the  rule.  An  original  n  is 
one  which  is  not  the  product  of  euphonic  processes,  but  is  read  in 
the />a<2r7-text :  in  tdm  tena  Qcnuayati  (v. 7.3^),  then,  where  the  m 
represents  a  n,  produced  by  the  assimilation  of  m  to  the  following 
t  (by  V.27),  the  rule  has  no  force.  A  constant  <,  in  like  manner,  is 
one  which  is  found  in  all  forms  of  the  text,  and  not  in  sarhhitd 
alone:  hence,  in  viddtU  somena  yc^tte  (iiL2.2'),  the  t  which  is  in- 
troduced (by  V.33)  between  n  and  8  does  not  cause  the  conversion 
of  the  fi  into  «.  The  t  in  this  case,  to  be  sure,  is  (by  xiv.l*2)  to  be 
turned  into  th  (and  is  so  written  in  the  citation  oy  W.  G.  M.) ; 
but,  as  the  rules  of  the  treatise  (by  v.3)  have  to  be  applied  in  their 
order,  the  danger  of  misapprehension  upon  the  point  in  question 
requires  to  be  guarded  against :  for  a  t  inserted  by  authority  of 
the  fifth  chapter  might  assibilate  a  nasal  according  to  the  sixth, 
before  it  was  itself  turned  into  an  innocuous  th  by  the  fourteenth. 
The  cases  in  which  the  insertion  of  8  between  n  and  t  is  made  in 
the  Taittirf ya-Sanhitii  are  thus  seen  to  number  only  thirty-one.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  cases  of  the  collision  of  ft  and  t  without  inter- 
position of  8  are  very  numerous:  I  have  noted  about  two  hundred 

prc^j- :  takdrapara  iti  *kim  :  tn8min .•  iokd n .•  prd- 

hrta  iii  kim:  tdm .*  vdikirto* 'yam  nakdro  *  makdra  8par' 

papurah  (v.27)  iti  prdpfatrdi:  nitye  takdra*  iti  kim*:  ridr- 

.*  €mityo  'yttm  n4ik<fro  yixtixh  padti8amaye  nd  ^8tL 

takdrah  paro  yasmdd  a8dH  tathokioA*. 

iti  tribhd8hy€tratHe  pnltifdkhyavit<irane 
8A4M8kfho  'dhydyah. 


*  &  O.  iiMkik    •  G.  M.  Mlyv  jmmIc    t^  R  col    «  G.  M.  t^^rmk^    »  G.  IL  iii& 
yial  pMJMt  iwfg  9d  'jOl    *  Q.  H.  col    ^  G.  M.  tobirqwrm*. 
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and  eighty,  and  presume  that  I  may  have  overlooked  here  and 
'  there  others,  so  that  there  would  be  m  all  ten  times  as  many  in- 
stances of  the  omission  as  of  the  insertion.  In  the  Atharva-Veda 
(see  second  marginal  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  ii.26)  the  condition  of  things 
is  quite  different :  while  the  whole  number  of  collisions  is  much  less 
(only  ninety-five),  the  sibilant  is  introduced  in  considerably  more 
than  two-thirds  of  them  (in  sixty-seven  cases,  against  twenty- 
eight).  The  comparison  is  of  some  interest  in  its  beaiing  upon 
the  question  of  the  relative  age  of  the  two  texts. 


CHAPTER    VII. 


CoKTENTs:  1>12,  cases  of  the  conversion  of  n  into  n;  13-14,  of  t  and  ih  into  /  and 
th;  15-16,  exceptions  to  the  conversion  of  n  into  9. 

1.  Now  for  conversion  of  n  into  n. 

An  introductory  heading,  stating  the  subject  of  the  chapter 
(with  the  exception  of  rules  13  and  14).  We  have  treated  here  all 
the  cases  with  which  the  Prati9akhya  has  properly  to  deal,  as  aris- 
ing in  the  process  of  conversion  oipadortext  into  samhitd:  chapter 
thirteen  (nile  6  seq.)  takes  up  the  occurrence  of  w  in  a  different 
way,  determining  every  instance  in  which  that  letter  is  found  in 
the  whole  Sanhita. 

2.  N  becomes  n  when  preceded  by  shu,  sMty  krdhi  suvah,  sam 
indra,  asthUrt,  uru,  vdh,  shatj  tri,  grdma,  or  mk. 

The  commentator's  illustrative  examples  are  as  follows.  For 
«Aw,  Urdhva  H  shu  nah  (iv.1.4^  and  v.  1.6*:  O.  omits  the  first 
word) ;  and,  as  counter-example,  grheahu  nah  (ii4.5  ^),  where  «Aw, 
not  being  a  complete  word,  does  not  (by  i.50)  lingualize  the  nasal : 
but  G.  M.  omit  this  passage  and  the  accompanying  explanation. 
For  «At2,  rao  shU  na  indra  (L8.3).     The  commentator  points  out 

1.  athe  Hy  ay  am  adhikdrah:  nakdro  nakdram  dpadyata  ity 
etad  adhikriam  veditavyam  Ua  uUaram  yad  vakshydmah, 

2 evampHrvo    nakdro    nakdram    dpadyate.    yathd\' 

Ardhr ;  ^grh- ity  atra  natvani  na  hhqvati  padagra- 

haneshv  (i.60)   iti  vacandt:^   mo .•  m9ii*  ity  etayor  yadd 

shatvam  nd  ^sti  tadd  natvanishedhdrtham  vdikrtagrahanam:  yor 
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that  a/iu  and  shit  are  cited  in  the  rule  in  their  altered  form  (not  as 
8u  simply,  which,  by  i.51,  would  include  them  both)  in  order  to 
indicate  that  where  their  consonant  is  not  lingoalized  they  do  not 
lingualize  the  following  nasal ;  and  he  quotes  in  illustration  su  na 
Utaye  (iv.l.42)  and  sH  na  indra  (i.8.3).  Both  these  passages  are 
the  same  which  have  been  already  quoted  to  illustrate  the  conver- 
sion, and  G.  M.  O.  very  properly  put  them  into  the  form  of  another 
text  (apparently  a  krama),  reading  su  nah :  na  iltaye^  and  stl  nah: 

na  indra.     Shti  converts  n  to  n  also  at  iv.6.6®.     For  krdhi  suvd/i. 

•  •  • ' 

the  passage  is  hrahmand  krdhi  suvar  na  pukram  (ii.2,12* :  O. 
omits  the  first  word :  the  Calcutta  edition  has  the  false  reading 
na) ;  and  the  necessity  of  krdhi  is  shown  by  the  counter-example 
svdhd  suvar  nd  Wkah  svdhd  (v.7.52  :  O.  omits  the  first  word).  For 
sam  indra^  sam  indra  no  manasd  (i.4.44');  and  vartaye  ^ndra 
nardabuda  (iiiS.lOM  shows  that  indra  when  not  preceded  by  sam 
does  not  exercise  the  prescribed  influence.  For  asthi7ri^  asthiiri 
no  gdrhapatydni  santu  (v.  7.2  * :  only  O.  has  santu).  For  uru^  uru 
nas  krdhi  (ii.6.11®  and  vL3.22) :  there  is  another  like  case  at  iv.7. 
142.  For  «dA,  tasmdd  vdr  ndma  vo  hitam  (v.B.l^:  G.  M.  omit 
the  last  two  words).  For  shat^  shannavatydi  svdhd  (vii.2.15). 
For  tri^  trinava  stomo  vasdndm  (iv.3.9» :  G.  M.  O.  omit  the  last 
word) :  the  word  trinava  is  found  in  a  considerable  number  of 
other  passages.  For  grdma,  W.  B.  give  grdmani  rdjanyah  (ii6. 
4*),  but  G.  M.  O.  have  instead  grdmantyam  prd  ^''pnuvanti  (vii.4. 
5^ ) :  the  word  is  found  once  more,  at  iv.4.3 ' .  For  ni^i,  nir  nenljati 
tato  'dhi  (vii.2.10^  :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  two  words);  and  ni  no 
rayiw  (ii.2.12®)  is  added,  to  show  that  ne,  without  visarjantya^ 
has  no  alterant  force.  Nir  nenikte  (vii.2.10*)  and  nirnij  (iv.6.8*) 
are  the  only  other  cases  I  have  noted  for  nth. 

3.  Also  in  hanydt  and  icpyamdnam. 

That  is  to  say,  after  nih^  the  last  of  the  words  given  in  the  pre- 
ceding rule.     Tlie  passages  are.'  yoner  garhhaih  nir  hanydt  (v.6.9  > : 

thd:   su .•  sH ;   hrah- ;  krdhi  Hi  kim:  svdhd ; 

sam ;  sam  iti  kim,:  vart- .•  asthr ;  uru .•  tas- 
mdd  ;  sharir ;  tri- ;  grdm- .*  nir .•  visargena 

kim:  ni . 

'  G.  M.  om.     O  G.  M  om.    »  0.  ahuahu. 

3.  cakdro  nishpdrvatvam  anvddipati :  7uh'pabdottarayor^  han- 
ydd  upyamdnam  ity  etayor  grahanayor^  nakdro  nakdram^  dpad- 
yate.    yathd\'  yon- ;  nir- anvddepah  kimarthah  :   na 

'  G.  M.  'bdasyo  Hi- ;  0.  nUhpurvayor.  -  G.  M.  om.  *  W.  nakdivam ;  B.  ntUvam. 
*  G.  M.  om. 
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O.  omits  the  first  word),  and  nirupyamdmim  ahhi  mantrftyeta 
(L6.8^:  O.  omits  the  last  word).  A  counter-example,  showing 
nanydt  without  altered  »,  is  na  ni  hanydn  na  lohitam  kuryut 
(iie.lO^). 


yi(iyR.^f|y^^:  n^n 


4.  Also  after  pdri,,  pari^  pari,  and  pi^a. 

The  illustrative  citations  of  the  commentator  are  pdrinahyasye 
^pe  (vi2.1*),  pari  no  rudrasya  (iv.6.10*),  vtravantam  partna- 
sam  (iL2.12®),  and  pra  no  devt  aarasvatt  (i8.22' :  O.  omits  the 
last  word).  For  pdri  (p.  pdri-nahyasya :  compare  iii.7)  there 
is  no  other  case ;  nor  for  part  (p.  pari-naaam:  compare  iiL7) ;  for 
pari^  I  find  only  joar*  naycUi  (ii,SA^  et  al.)  But  for  pra  the  exam- 
pies  are  quite  numerous:  we  have  pra  nah  at  L 6.11*;  6.4 3;  7.10^ 
twice:  iL6.12  > :  iiil.l  I  * ;  3.11* :  iv.2.6* :  y.b.i^ :  vii.4.1 9* ;  pra  ndmd- 
ni  at  iv.3.13® ;  forms  of  pra  naydmi  at  L6.8*  et  aL,  oi  pra  nude 
at  ii.1.3*  et  al. ;  pratnndya  at  i.3.5 ;  praniyamdncch  at  iv.4.9'; 
pra  nenekti  at  vi2.9' ;  jyrant  at  ii.6.9*,  prantti  at  i.4.18  and  au- 
prantti  (but  p.  aurpramti)  at  i.5.11*  etial.,  pranetar  at  iii5.11^, 
and  pranava  at  iii.2.9®.  Pardnutti  occurs  only  in  composition 
(vi.2.3^ ;  p.  bhrdtrvya-pardntiUydi), 


ticjufo^^^rfi  m\\\\\ 


5.  And  that,  even  when  an  a-vowel  intervenes. 

The  word  "  even "  (apt)  here  brings  down  by  iiuplication,  ac- 
cording to  the  commentator,  the  words  in  the  preceding  rule  from 
pari  on — ^that  is  to  say,  virtually,  pari  and  pra,  for  there  is  no 
case  of  pari  exercising  such  an  effect.  The  examples  for  pari  are 
agrampary  anayaJt  (ii.3.4^  :  all  but  O.  omit  agram :  I  find  besides 
only  pary  anayan^  at  vLS.T^),  and  pan/dntyd  '^''havamyaaya  (vii. 
1.6®).  For  pra,  we  have  prdndya  avdhd  (viL  1.19*;  p.  pra-andya), 
and  anu  prd'^nydt  prathamdm  (v.S.S^  ;  p.  ^>r6  Hi:  any  at:  only  (). 
has  anu).  The  occurrence  of  prdna  is  very  frequent :  of  other 
cases,  I  have  noted  only  prd  ^nudata  at  vi.2.32,  and  prd  ''nndanta 
at  vi.4.103'* — where,  however,  the  lingualization  of  the  n  is  sus- 
pended in  our  text,  as  at  present  constituted,  by  the  intervention 


4 evampiXrvo  nakdro  nakdram  dpadyate.   yathd\'  pdr- 

:  pari .*  vtr- :  pra 

'  Q.  M.  0.  om. 

6.  api^hdah  paryddy^    anvddipatP:    paryddipHrvo^   nakdro 

avarnavyaveto  *pi  natvam  bhajate*,    yathd^:  ay  ram ;  pa  rt,- 

.•  prdu' anu avarnavyaveta  iti  him:  pari ^...: 

pra 

»  B.  p<lr-.    «  Q.  M.  0.  HWefoifeaA.    »  B.  pdr-.    *  G.  M.  dpadyate.    *  G.  M.  0.  om. 
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between  the  preposition  and  the  verb  of  the  pause  which  separates 
the  third  and  fourth  divisions  of  the  section. 

A  couple  of  counter-examples  are  given,  to  show  us  that  the  in- 
tervention of  a  letter  of  any  other  complexion  than  a  prevents 
the  change  of  nasal:  they  are  pari  mlnuydt  sapta  (v.2.6^  :  G.  M. 
omit  the  last  word),  and  pram indma  vrcUdni  (Ll,14*). 

qi«^*1i^*1MiMM*1M-MC|-Hq^  II  \  II 

6.  Also  in  vdhanah,  uhyamdnah^  ydnam,  ayan,  yavena^  and 
van» 

According  to  W.  B.  O.,  the  n  becomes  n  in  these  words  "  when 
they  are  preceded  as  implied  by  the  word  '  also '  (ca)^^'*  the  com- 
mentary failing  to  tell  us  what  this  implication  is.  G.  M.,  how- 
ever, confess  that  pra  onl  v  is  brought  forward  (from  rule  4) :  which 
is  a  marked  departure  from  the  ordinary  usage  of  the  treatise, 
since  in  the  intemiediate  rule  pra  and  pari  were  both  distinctly 
understood.  The  commentator  omits,  not  to  say  avoids,  noticing 
the  irregularity.  Perhaps  he  would  be  justified  in  claiming  that 
pari  and  pari  are  never  lound  preceding  the  words  specified  m  the 
rule,  and  that  therefore  it  makes  no  difference  whether  they  be  re- 
garded as  implied  or  not :  still,  even  that  consideration  would  not 
wholly  excuse  the  want  of  accuracy  and  consistency.  The  exam- 
ples are :  for  vd/urnah,  pravdhano  vahnih  (i.3.3 ;  p.  pra-vdhanah) ; 
to  this,  W.  adds  a  counter-example,  to  show  that,  after  any  other 
word  than/>ra,  vdhanah  remains  unchanged — namely  havyavdha- 
nah  pvdtro  'si  (i.3.3) :  B.  tries  to  do  the  same,  but  only  succeeds  in 
repeating  one  of  the  counter-examples  of  the  last  rule,  pari  mlnu- 
ydt (v.2.63),  which  is  not  at  all  in  place  here.  For  uhyamdnnh, 
prohyamdtio'dhipatih  (iv.4.9;  p.  pra<ihyamdnah).  For  ydnam^ 
praydnam  anv  any  a  id  ynyuh  (iv.l.l^  ;  p.  pra-ydnam  :  O.  omits 
the  last  three  words,  G.  M.  the  last  two).  Ay  an  is  declared  a  part 
of  a  word,  including  a  number  of  cases,  of  which  G.  M.  give  only 
three,  tastndd  ddityah  prdyaniyali  (vi.1.5* ;  p.  pra-ayaniyaJi :  O. 
omits  tasmdt), prdyauiyam  kdryam  (vLl.5^'*),  and  prdyanam  pra- 
tishthdm  (L6.1 1  * ;  p.  pra-ayanam\\  while  W.  B.  O.  add  two  others, 
prdyantyasya  puronuvdkydh  (vLl.6*),  and  jwdyantye  *han  (vii,2. 
8').  There  are  a  number  of  other  passages  for  prdya ntya ;  and 
prdyana  occurs  again  at  i.6.1l2  and  viLl.l3,  besides  its  compounds, 

6 eteshu^  grahaneshu   cakdrdkrshtapilrveshu^   nakdro 

natvam  hhqjate,    yathd:  prav- ;  *pre  ^ti  Mm:  havy-.-..:* 

prohr .•   pray- ;    ayann   iti  paddikadego  bahUpdddndr- 

thah:   tasm- .*  prdy- ;  prdy- ;   ^prdy- .•  prdy- 

;*   pray- ;    *vann  iti  paddikade^   bahdpdddndrthah\- 

*yadi ;*  dhav- ;  anvdde^na  kim :  asi ;  uday* 

'  G.  M.  ef*hu.    '  G.  M.  -ahtaprapurvo.    (")  G.  M.  om.;   0.  om.  the  example. 
<^)  G.  M.  iiy  ddu    (»)  G.  M.  0.  B.  om.    <«)  0.  om. 
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tuprdj/ana  (v.1.11^;  p.  au^dyandh)  and  agnishtomajyrdyana 
(vii.2.9';  p,  agnishtomarprdyand/j).  ror  yavena^  pray avena  pan- 
ca(iv.3.11*;  p.  prcM/avena).  Van,  agiiin,  is  (by  W.  alone)  de- 
clared a  part  of  a  word,  intended  to  include  many  cases:  only 
two  are  given,  yadi  vd  tdvat  pravanam  (iL4.12*),  and  dhava^it- 
ydt  pravanan  sydt  (vl2.6*),  nor  have  I  found  any  other,  except 
the  cojn^ound  purctstdtpravan ah  (v.8.1*;  ^,  purastdt-pravanah). 
Finally,  we  have  a  couple  of  counter-examples,  showing  thfe  ne- 
cessity of  the  implication  from  the  preceding  rule :  they  are  aai 
havyavdhanah  (l3.3),  and  udayanarh  veda  (L6.11^). 

7.  As  also,  when  preceded  by  prd. 

The  "  also  "  {ca)  of  this  rule  brings  forward  from  the  preceding 
rule  only  the  word  last  mentioned  there,  namely  van.  The  exam- 
ple \b  prdvanebhih  aajoahasah  (iv.2.43  ;  p.  prorvanebhih :  compare 
iii5).     I  have  noted  no  other  case. 


^^^  ^Pt%^  II  t:  II 


8.  Also  enam  and  fena,  when  preceded  respectively  by  in- 
drah  and  ayajuh. 

There  is  nothing  in  the  rule  meaning  *  respectively,'  and  if  enam 
were  found  anywhere  in  the  text  preceded  by  aycmi/i,  or  kena  by 
indrah^  their  n's  would  doubtless  require  lingualization :  yet  the 
evident  intent  of  the  precept  is  as  translated.  The  passages  are 
indra  enam  prathamah  (iv.6.7^),  and  yad  ayqjtMhkena  Icriyate 
(v.  1.2*;  p.  ayajyh-k^na :  G.  M.  O.  omit  yat).  I  find  no  other 
cases  faUing  under  the  rule :  there  are,  however,  one  or  two  other 
forms  analogous  with  the  latter  of  those  here  contemplated,  which 
we  might  expect  to  find  treated  in  the  same  way,  namely  andgiT' 
kena  and  sdgirkeiia  (16.10*);  but  they  are  written  by  ihe  padit-tQxt 
without  division  of  dfirkena,  or  restoration  in  it  of  the  dental  n 
(thus :  and^trkenay  and  sa'd^trkena). 

Counter-examples  are  added :  to  show  that  enam  and  kena,  when 
otherwise  preceded,  retain  their  dental  nasals,  rudra  enam  hhiltvd 
(iii4.10®),  and  brahmavddmah  kena  tadqjdmt  Hi  (viL4.10^  :  G.  M. 
O.  end  with  kena) ;  to  show  that  indrah  does  not  exercise  a  lin- 

7.  cakdrdkrshte^  vann  iti  grahane  nakdrah  pre  Hy  evampdrvo 
natvam  bh^cUe,    yathd^:  prdv- 

I  W.  B.  shta;  0.  cakdro  'nvddiaJUo.    *  G.  M.  om. 

8.  indrah :  ayajuh :  pdrvayar^  enam :  kena :  ity  etayor  nakdro 

naivam  hhc^ate,    yathd^:  indra .*  yad evampHrva  iti 

kim:  rudra ;  brahr .*  *enamkene*  Ui  kim :  indro * 

»  G.  M.  0.  ity  evampArva.    «  G.  M.  0.  om.    O  W.  om.    *  B.  kena. 
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gualizing  effect  upon  other  words,  indro  nsshad  ati  (v. 7.2® :  B. 
omits  ati;  W.  omits  the  whole  example). 

9.  Also  7nandh,  when  preceded  by  nr  or  gri. 

The  examples  are  nrmand  ajdsram  (13.14*  and  iv.2.2':  W. 
reads  yantrt  instead  of  ajasram.^  but  doubtless  by  a  copyist's  blun- 
der, for  nrmand  yantrt  is  not  found  in  the  Sanhita),  Ana  p'lmand/i 
fifttapaydh  (iv.6.3*);  with  the  counter-example  sumand  updgahi 
(iiL3.1P).  Of  primandh  I  find  no  other  example;  nrmandh  oc- 
curs also  at  iv.2.2'  (a  second  time)  and  vii  1.12. 

il^HIHlHillPlilHNlPlMHH  il  \o  li 

10.  Also  angdndm,  one,  gdni,  gdndm,  gydni,  and  ydmena, 

Th(;se  words  in  aaihhitd^  says  the  commentator :  that  is  to  say, 
in  the  only  cases  in  which  they  occur  as  padaSy  they  take  n  in  the 
combined  text.  The  passages  are :  vat  tryangdndn  samavadyati 
(vL3.10® ;  p.  tri-angdndm:  only  G.  M.  O.  have  yat,  and  O.  omits 
the  last  word),  dyus/ii  durone  (l2.143  ;  p.  dvh-one:  the />a<]^/-texts 
of  the  Rik  and  Atharvan  do  not  separate  this  word),  ati  durgdni 
vi^vd  (Ll.14*  ;  p.  duh-gdniy  like  the  other  Vedas),  purogdridm  ca- 
kahyshe  (iii.2.4*;  p.  purdhrgdndm)^  suvargydny  dean  (v. 3.5®;  p. 
suva/i-gydni),  and  antarydmend  ^ntar  adhatta  (vi.4.6  * ;  p.  antan- 
-ydmena :  O.  omits  the  last  word).  I  have  found  no  second  exam- 
ple for  any  of  these  words,  although  there  may  be  occurrences  of 
durone  which  I  have  overlooked. 

« 

11.  Also  havaniy  ahne,  han,  when  preceded  by  r  or  shah. 

The  cited  examples  are:  agnihotrahavaTit  ca  (i.6.8®  ;  p.  agniho- 
tra-havani) ;  parody  apardhne  (iLl.2*  ;  p.  aparorahne:  the  Athar- 
van has  aparorohnah) ;  and  further,  for  han,  which  is  declared  to 
be  a  part  of  a  word,  involving  several  cases,  rakshohanam 
(L2.14®  et  aL ;  p.  rakahahrhanani :  O.  omits  this  example),  vdish- 

9.  nr :  gri:  ity^  eoampHrvo  mand  ity  atra  nakdro  natvam  bha- 
jate.    yathd^:  nrm- .*  prim- evampHrva  iti  kim:  sum- 

»  G.  M.  om.    '  G.  M.  om. 

10 eteshu^  nakdrah  samhitdydth  natvam  hhqjate,    ya- 

thd^:    yat ;    dy- ;    ati ;  puro- ;   suv- .•   an- 

tary- 

»  G.  M.  0.  es^ti.    «  W.  G.  M.  0.  om. 
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navi  rakshohandu  (L3.2^  :  6.  M.  omit  the  first  word),  and  vrtrch 
hanam  puramdaram  (m.6.11*  and  iv.l.S*;  p.  vrtra-hanam:  G. 
M.  omit  the  last  word).  For  Aan,  besides  the  compounds  here 
quoted,  which  are  found  repeatedly  in  other  passages,  the  Sanhita 
affords  us  also  aviraJiandu  (L2.8^ ;  p.  avira-handu)\  for  the  other 
two  words  I  know  of  no  additional  examples.  Counter-examples 
are  given,  namely  adhna  evd  ^smdi  (vi6.11*  ;  p.  scHzhne),  and  va- 
lagahanah  (13.2^  et  aL). 

There  is  good  ground  for  questioning  the  correctness  of  the  com- 
mentator's mterpretation  of  ra  in  the  rule  as  signifying  the  letter 
r  (repha)^  and  not  the  syllable  ra.  In  none  of  tne  examples  given 
are  the  words  specified  directly  preceded  by  r,  and  it  is  not  at  all 
in  accordance  with  the  usage  of  the  treatise  to  describe  as  ''  hav- 
ing r  before  it "  a  word  preceded  by  another  word  containing  r. 
All  the  versions  of  the  comment,  however,  unite  in  this  interpreta- 
tion, and  it  is  farther  assured  by  the  quotation  of  the  rule  above, 
under  L 19,  as  a  case  in  which  r  is  called  ra^  instead  of  repluz.  It 
looks  as  if  G.  M.  had  made  a  blundering  attempt  to  remedv  the 
difficulty  by  reading  the  third  word  ahan  instead  of  Aan,  and  also 
by  understanding  sJiah  to  mean  Hhe  letter  sh"*  (see  the  various 
readings,  below),  thus  parallelizing  the  two  specifications.  The 
attempt,  however,  is  an  abortive  one,  only  issmng,  if  carried  out, 
in  a  host  of  new  difficulties.  I  have  made  the  translation  of  the 
rule  conform  to  the  requirements  of  the  comment,  but  with  much 
misgiving,  h|mng  hardly  a  doubt  that  the  meaning  properly  is 
*  when  preceded  by  ra  or  shah. 


1^^  hmm^hI  II  \t^ II 


12.  Also  maydni  and  art%  when  preceded  by  ru. 

The  passages  are  ddrumaydni  pdtrdni  (vl4.7®  ;  p.  ddrur^mayd- 
ni:  O.  omits  pdtrdni;  G.  M.  omit  the  whole  example),  and  tve 
vasdni  purvantka  hotah  (i3.14^'3;  p.  puru-antka:  0.  omits  the 
first  two  words,  G.  M.  the  last):  purvanika  is  found  also  at 

11.  havanf:  ahne:  han*:  eshu*  grahaneahu  nakdro  rephapdr- 
vah  *$ha  Uy*  evampHrvo*  vd  natvam  bhqjcUe,    yathd:  agnihr 

;  ^ar- ;  hann*  iti  paddikadepo  bahilpdddndrthah :  ror 

k»h' ;  vdi»hr ;  vrtr- evampCrva  iti  kim:  sdhna 

;  vat-. 

»  W.  O.  havanl  »  G.  M.  ahan.  »  W.  evarh,  (^  G.  M.  ahakdra.  »  W.  B. 
ekarhp-;  G.  li.  piirvo,    *  G.  M.  ahann, 

12.  maydni:  anf:  Uy  atra  rupHrvo  nakdro*  natvam  bhqfate. 

yaihdt:  *ddrumr ;*  tve evampdrva  iti  kim:  ydni ; 

agnaye ;  rephagrahanena  kim  :  svan-, 

I  W.  O.  ant,  as  also  (with  T.)  in  rule;  G.  M.  aniAo,  as  also  in  rule.  *  G.  IL  0. 
pot  after  air<L    '  W.  G.  M.  om.    (^  G.  M.  (nn. 

VOU  IZ.  28 


178  W.  D.  Whitney,  [vii  12- 

iv.4.4*.  As  counter-examples  are  given  ydni  mrnmaydni  sd- 
kshdt  tdni  (vi4.73  :  B.  omits  the  last  word,  G.  M.  O.  the  last  two), 
agnaye  *ntkavate  (L8.4*  et  aL),  and  svantkasamdrk  (iv.8.13'). 

cllMI^^W?^^  II  \^  II 

18.  After  vdghd  and  sh,  t  is  changed  to  (. 

The  passage  for  vdghd  is  given  bv  O.  as  ddrvd^hdtas  te  (v.6. 16 ' ) ; 
all  the  other  MSS.  have  only  the  mt  word,  in  its  complete  pada- 
form,  ddrvdahdta  iti  ddrvrdghdtah.  The  same  word  forms  the  sub- 
ject of  V&j.  Pr.  iii.47.  As  counter-example,  showing  that  ta  does 
not  become  ta  after  ghd  except  when  the  latter  follows  vd^  we 
have  praghdta  dditydndm  (vil.l^'*).  For  the  conversion  of  ^  to 
t  after  8h  is  quoted  dyush  ta  dyttrad  ague  (ii5.12M  G.  M.  omit 
the  last  word,  O.  the  last  two),  whose  8h  depends  on  rule  vL5, 
above.  O.  adds  a  counter-example  for  this  second  part  of  the  rule 
also,  namely  agnis  te  t^ah  (Ll.lO^  and  vii.6.17). 

mi    SH  laS  M 

14.  Also  thtoth. 

The  cited  example  is  goshtham  md  nirmrksham  (Ll.lO* :  W.  B. 
omit  the  last  word) ;  to  which  O.  alone  adds  prati  shthdpayanti 
(vll.4*).     As  counter-example  is  given  gacha  gosthdnam  (l1.9 >»2). 

15.  But  not  when  t  follows. 

« 

The  commentator  explains  the  connection  of  this  rule  by  point- 
ing out  that  the  two  preceding  do  not  come  under  the  introduc- 
tory heading  of  the  chapter — ^that  is  to  say,  that  they  deal  with  a 
subject  unconnected  witn  the  rest  of  its  contents — and  that  hence 
they  are  regarded  as  dropped  out,  and  the  present  exception  does 
not  apply  to  them,  but  to  the  foregoing  rules,  for  conversion  of  n 
into  n.  This  is  well  enough,  though  not  a  little  awkward,  as  con- 
cerns the  status  of  rule  16 ;  but  we  should  like  to  hear  what  he 
had  to  say  in  defense  of  the  intrusion  of  rules  13  and  14  thus  into 

13.  vdghd:  ity  evampHrvah  ahakdrapHrvag^  ca  takdra^h  takd- 

ram    hJiqjate^.    yathd^:    ddrv- ;    dyush ve*   Hi  kirn: 

praghr ;  ^shapHrva  iti  kim :  agnis * 

»  Q.  M.  om.;  0.  om.  kdrti.  *  0.  dpadyate,  *  W.  G.  M.  om.  *  W.  vdgTid;  B. 
vdghdta.    C^  Onlj  in  0. 

14.  cakdrah    shapf^rvatvdkarshaka//:    thakdrah    shakdrapHr- 

vash^  thaJcdram  bhqjate.    yaZhd:  gosh^ ;  *prati '   evam- 

pdrva*  iti  kim  :  gacha 

>  G.  K.  shakdrc^;  0.  'tvddefokak.    *  0.  om.  kdr<L    <^  Onlj  in  0.    «  0.  «^-. 
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a  chapter  where  they  do  not  belong,  and  where  they  sorely  dis- 
turb the  natural  and  desirable  connection.  Considering  their  near 
relation  to  the  rules  of  the  preceding  chapter,  they  might  better 
have  been  added  there  as  an  appendix ;  or  else  put  at  the  head  of 
chapter  viL,  before  its  general  adhikdra. 

Only  a  single  illustrative  example  is  quoted,  namely  pary  antor 
rikshdt  (iii.1.10*),  where  rules  4  and  6  of  this  chapter  combined 
would  require  an  at  the  beginning  of  the  second  word,  but  for  the 
exception  here  made. 

This  precept  is  an  anticipation  of  one  of  the  items  of  xiii.l5, 
below,  and  nught  properly  enough  be  looked  upon  as  open  to  the 
charge  of  punarukt%  or  unnecessary  repetition,  which  the  treatise 
80  carefully  shuns,  and  the  commentator  not  seldom  labors  hard  to 
remove.  It  is  characteristic  of  the  method  of  the  T&ittiriya-Pra- 
ti9akhya  that  it  does  not  attempt  to  state  the  real  nifniUa  or  occa- 
sion of  the  lineal  n  in  the  words  rehearsed  here,  although  it  does 
so,  ftdly  and  distinctly,  in  rule  xiiLC,  where  the  subject  of  the  oc- 
currence of  n  in  the  interior  of  a  word  is  taken  up. 

16.  Nor  in  nahyati^  nUnam,  nrtt/anti,  anyah^  anydbhih,  anydni; 
nor  when  final 

,  The  ca  in  this  rule  indicates  the  continuance  of  the  exception. 
These  words,  and  a  final  w,  are  not  subject  to  the  rules  given  in 
the  chapter  for  the  substitution  of  lingual  n.  The  commentator 
quotes  as  follows.  For  nahycUi,  vdsaad  parydnahyati  (vLl.ll^  ; 
p.  pari-dnahyati :  O.  omits  the  first  word) :  he  notes  that  the  case 
constitutes  an  exception  to  rule  6.  For  nUnam^  pra  nUnam  pHr- 
navandhurah  (L8.6':  O.  omits  the  last  word).  For  nrtyanti^ 
pari  nrtyanti  (viLs.lO).  For  the  three  cases  of  anya^  prd  ^nyah 
^nsati  (viL5.9^),  prd  ^nydbhir  yachaty  anv  anydi  mantrayaie 
(v.  1.6*  :  O.  omsXj&pra  in  all  these  three  examples,  and  in  this,  along 
with  G.  M,,  the  last  three  words ;  B.  omits  the  last  word),  and 
prd  ^nydni  pdtrdni  (vi.5.11  ^'^):  the  commentator  remarks  that  all 
these  (since  ruihyati)  are  cases  of  exceptions  under  rule  4.  He 
then  proceeds  to  raise  the  question  why  the  three  complete  words 

16.  vdghdshddividhir^  anadhikrtatvdd  utparmapradhvanst : 
tasmdd  atra*  nd  ^yath  tiishedhah*:  *kiw  tu*  prakrto^  natvavidhir 
anena  vishaytkriyate.    takdraparo  7iakdro  ncUvam  nd  ^^padyate. 

yathd:  pary ;  pdrtparipartprapHrvah  (viL4).*   avar- 

fiavyaveto  'pi  (vii 6)  ity  etdbhydm* prdptih, 

» W.  0.  vdghadi:    «  G.  M.  tabra.    «  B.  vi^eahah.    (*)  0.  om.     »  W.  0.  prdk-. 
*  W.  B.  ddOhydm. 

16.  nishedhdkarshaka^  cakdrah\' eshu*  grahaneshu  na- 

kdrah paddntdp  ca*  natvam  na  bhajate*:  ycUhd^:  vds- :  avar- 

navyaveto  pi  (viL6)  iti  prdptih:  pra .•  pari .•  prd 
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are  quoted  in  the  rule,  instead  of  the  syllable  an,  which  would  in- 
clude them  all ;  and  makes  the  very  obvious  answer,  that  it  is  on 
account  of  the  passage  anuprd  '^nydt  prathamdm  (v.6.6^),  already 
quoted  under  yii.5.  Finally,  as  example  of  final  n  exempt  from 
conversion,  he  cites  vrtrahafi  chUra  vidvdn  (i.4.42),  remarking 
that  it  is  a  case  otherwise  falling  under  rule  11. 

The  exception  of  a  final  n  from  becoming  n  is  also  one  of 
those  made  below,  in  rule  xiiLl6,  for  the  class  of  cases  to  which 
that  chapter  relates. 

I  have  not  discovered  in  the  Sanhita  any  case  of  a  lingual 
nasal  arising  in  the  conversion  of  padortext  into  samhUd  which 
is  not  duly  provided  for  in  this  chapter. 


CHAPTER    VIII. 


GoKTEKTfl:  1-4,  conversion  of  a  final  surd  mute  to  sonant  or  nasal;  5-7,  of  A  to 
r;  S-15,  conversions  of  A  to  r  after  a  and  d;  16-22,  treatment  of  A  before  r; 
23-35,  conversion  of  A  to  «  or  «A  before  A^  AA,  or  j?. 

Wi  nSR:  II  ^  II 

1.  Now  for  changes  of  first  mutes. 

That  is  to  say,  of  surds  unaspirated,  or  ky  c  (only  c  nowhere 
occurs  as  a  final),  ^,  t,  and  p.  The  force  of  this  heading  only 
reaches,  as  the  commentary  points  out,  through  rule  4 — hardly  far 
enough,  one  would  think,  to  make  a  separate  introductory  rule 
necessary. 


prd ;  prd ;  pdrtparipartprapHrvah*   (vii.4) 

ity  eshdm^  prdptih,   a?vi  Uy  etdoatd*  siddhe  *nyonydhhiranydni  Hi 

kirn  pratipadapdthena*:  anu ity  atrd  ^nena^*  nishedho^^  na^* 

prasarcUV*.     ^^paddnto    nakdra    not  cam   na    bhc^ate:    ycUhd^*: 
vrtra- ;  rashahpUrvah  {villi)  iti prdptih, 

iti  trihhdshyaratne  prdtipdkhyamvarane 
saptamo  'dhydyah, 

1  B.  G.  M.  0.  put  first  *  B.  0.  eUshu,  *  G.  M.  om.;  0.  adds  nakdro.  *  G.  K. 
^ndyate.  *  G.  M.  0.  om.  •  W.  B.  om.  praptif-vah,  **  G.  M.  eteshdrh.  *  G.  M.  0. 
-vatdi  W  *  0.  puts  before  Atm.  ^^  0.  ndi  'dcAo.  '  "  G.  M.  prafish-,  ^*  G.  M.  0. 
om.    *'  G.  U.  'iv  iti,    <>«)  B.  0.  om. ;  G.  M.  paddrUaf^  ca. 

1.  (U?he  Hy  ^ayam  adhikdrah}:  prathama  *ity  etacP  adhiki[tam 
veditavyam   ita    ttttarath   yad   vakshydmdh:    '    visarjaniya 
(viiLS)  paryanto*  'yam  adhikdrah. 
<i)  W.  odAOMlrdrttaA.    (^G.  ILom.    *  O.  miA.  atha,    ^O^iMHrapa-. 


\ 
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3fFra^  3fFr^   H^pff^^  II  :^  II 

2.  A  first  mute,  followed  by  a  last  mute,  becomes  a  last  mute 
of  its  own  seriea 

The  examples  selected  by  the  commentator  to  illustrate  this 
mode  of  combination  are  vd/i  ma  dsan  (v.5.9^),  shanijavatydi 
svdhd  (viL2.16),  and  tan  mahendrasya  (vLS.S^).  For  the  conver- 
sion of  p  into  m  he  is  able  to  offer  no  instance,  as  none  occurs 
in  the  Sanhitd.  As  counter-examples,  showing  that  only  a  nasal 
causes  the  conversion,  and  causes  it  only  in  a  "first"  mute,  he 
brings  up  vdk  ta  d  pydyatdm  (i.3.9' :  only  G.  M.  have  the  last 
word),  and  imdm  no  vdcam  (vi4.7^). 

All  the  Pr&ti9akhyas  join  in  treating  this  conversion  as  neces- 
sary, not  as  alternative  with  conversion  into  a  sonant  (see  note 
lo  Ath.  Pr.  iiS). 

rffi^^    ^cT^rft'TSFT^!  II  ^  II 

8.  Followed  by  a  vowel  or  a  sonant  consonant,  it  becomes  a 
third  mute. 

The  examples  are  rdhay  aydd  rdhag  tUa  (i4.44*),  and  yad  vdi 

^FJW  H*l(^(:  II  ^11 

4.  Also  in  kakut,  when  m  follows. 

Namely,  in  the  passage  kaJcudmdn  prcUilrtir  vdjasdtamah 
(L7.7^;  p.  kakut-^ndn:  G.  M.  O.  omit  the  last  word^.  As  coun- 
ter-examples are  given  ya  unmddyet  (iii.4.8*  :  G.  M.  O.  omit  y(th)y 
and,  according  to  W.  'B.^kdkut  trayastrinpah  (vii.2.5^);  for  which 
G.  M.  O.  substitute  kakuc  chandah  (iv.3.122).     The  commentator 

2.  uUamaparah  ptaJthamah  *  aavargtyam  uttamam  djjadyate. 

yatMP:  vd^ ;  shan- ;  tan evampura  iti  kim  :  vdk 

;  prathama  iti  kim:  imdm uttamah  paro  yaamdd 

cudv  uUamaparah, 

*  G.  M.  O.  izuB.  dtmanah.    '  G.  M.  om. 

« 

8,  svaraghoshavatpara/y  prathamah  savargiyam  trttyam  dpadr 

yate.    yaihdf:  rdhag ;  yad ;  ity  ddi,    svardp  ca  gho- 

shavantap  ea  waraghoshavantaJi :  te  pare  yasmdd  asdu*  sa  ta- 
thoktah, 

>  B.  om. ;  G.  M.  0.  mfoiraparo  ghoahavatparof  ca.    *  G.  M.  0.  om.    '  G.  M.  om. 

4.  kakud  ity  amiin  grahane  'ntyo  varno^  maJcdrapara^*  cakd- 
rdkirskfam  savargtyam*  trttyam  dpadycUe*.   yathd*:  kakud- 
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notices,  iinally,  that  the  present  rule  establiBhes  an  exception  to 
rule  2  of  this  chapter. 

5.  Now  for  changes  of  uisarjamycL 

Departing  a  little  from  his  stereotyped  mode  of  explanation 
of  atha^  the  commentary  declares  it  in  this  rule  to  cause  visar- 
jantya  to  be  understood,  in  the  character  of  that  respecting 
which  something  is  to  be  enjoined  (lakshya),  in  the  precepts  that 
follow ;  and  he  adds  that  this  understanding  is  to  remain  in  force 
as  far  as  rule  10  of  the  next  chapter. 


\^»h7)^[  h  \  II 


6.  Visarjaniya  becomes  r  before  the  classes  of  sounds  last 
mentioned. 

The  examples  are  tad  agnir  dha  (iv.2.8*),  and  dgitr  ma  Hijam 
(iii.2.8* :  O.  omits  Hrjam) ;  with  the  counter-example  agni^  ca  ma 
tndrup  ca  me  (iv.7.6  *).  The  commentator  points  out  that  it  is  the 
plural  form  of  the  pronoun  (eteahu^  literally  'before  those')  in  this 
rule  that  shows  the  implication  of  the  yowels  and  sonant  conso- 
nants, in  the  character  of  following  causes  (paranhnitta)^  sinpe 
those  are  the  only  things  which  have  been  mentioned  above  (name- 
ly, in  rule  3).  Tliat  is  doubtless  so ;  still,  the  reference  must  be 
regarded  as  an  unusually  blind  one,  involving  a  "frog-leap"  {man- 
dCikapluti)  over  two  intervening  obstacles,  of  which  one  is  a  gene- 
ral heading,  that  changes  entirely  the  subject  under  treatment. 

kaJcuditikim:  ya ;  evampara  it  I  kim:  kakut makd- 

rah  paro  yasmdd  asdu  makdraparah.    uttamapara  uttaman 

sava rg ty  a m  ( viii  2)  ity  asyd  '^pavddo  'yam. 

*  G.  M.  P'kdro.  *  W.  makdrah.  *  G.  M.  0.  put  after  trtiyam.  *  W.  prdpynte. 
*  G.  M.  om. 

5.  athapahdo  visaijafttyam  lakshyatvend  ^dhikarott  Ha  vttaram 
yad  ucyate^.  at  ha  svaraparo  yak  dram  (ix.lO)  ity  avadhi- 
hhdto  *yatn  adhikdrah. 

>  G.  M.  vakshyamah, 

6.  *  svareshu  ghoshavatsu  ca*  parato*  viaarjantyo  repham  dpad- 

yate.    yathd*:  tad ;  dpir eteshv*  iti  bahuva<:andfftasya 

san^andmno*  nirdegdt  avaraghoshavatdm  paranimittdndm  vpdr 
ddnarn':  teahdm  eva  prakrtatvdt,    eteshv  iti  kim :  agn.i^ 

»  G.  M.  ins.  eteshfi,  *  G.  M.  om.  *  0.  pareahu.  *  G.  M.  0.  om.  »  W.  B.  tvare- 
fhv.    *  W.  0.  8aiv6ndma;  B.  -ndmino.    '  G.  M.  -ndt. 
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7.  But  not  before  r. 

J?,  though  a  sonant  consonant,  and  therefore  included  in  the 
preceding  rule,  requires  a  different  treatment  in  the  final  viaarja- 
ntya  before  it.  What  this  different  treatment  is,  is  pointed  out 
farther  on  in  the  chapter  (rule  16  seq.).  The  examples  here  given 
are  suvo  rohdva  (i.7.9*),  and  ahordtre  (L5.9''  etal. :  W.  O.  add 
pdr^e^  but  there  is  no  such  collocation  of  words  in  the  Sanhita, 
and  I  suspect  the  word  to  be  a  corrupted  reading  for  prdvipan, 
which  follows  next  at  the  place  referred  to). 

8.  Visarfantya  becomes  r  in  hvdhj  abhdh,  vdh,  hdhj  abi- 
bhahj  ojigdh^  akahj  anantahj  vivah^  suvah,  punahj  ahar- 
aJiahj  prdtahy  vastah,  qamitah^  savitah^  sanutahj  stanutah, 
stotah,    hotah,    pitah,    mdtah,    yashtah,    eshtah,    neshtahj    and 

tvashtah. 

•   « 

With  this  rule  begins  the  detail  of  the  cases  of  an  original  r 
after  a  and  d,  which  is  protected  and  brought  to  light  by  a  follow- 
ing sonant  letter,  being  treated  in  quite  a  different  manner  from  an 
oneinal  «,  although  both  r  and  8  are  represented,  as  finals,  by  the 
indifferent  visarfantya.  The  commentator  points  out  at  the  end 
the  rules  to  which  these  cases  constitute  exceptions,  namely 
ix. 7,9,10.     His  illustrative  examples  are  as  follows.     For  hvdn^ 

7.  r^haparo  visarjantyo  repham  nd  ^"^padyate,    yathd\'  suvo 

;    ahor- ;    gfioshavattodd  rephasya  pdrvavidhiprdptih. 

r^hah  paro  yasmdd  asdu  rephaparah, 

1  G.  K.  om. 

8.  * eteshu^  visarjantyo  repham  dpadyate  svaraghoshavat- 

parah*.    yathdf:   md ;  yondv ;   vdr ;  md  me ; 

ab- ;  osh- ;  dev- :  *kardvar  anuddtte  pade*  (viiL9) 

iti*  vakshyaii:  tendi  ^vdi^  Had'  api  sidhyaty*  apy  akdrddi  (i.52) 
iti  vacandt:  itioet:  mdi  ^vam:  anuddtte  kahgabde  tad  bhavati: 

idam  tv  anya^ardrtham  iti^:  yathd^^:  arvd ;  ^^ddyvddttas 

tv  idam^\    yajfior :  antar  anddyuddtte  (viiLlO)  iti  vak- 

shycUi:  tasmdd  ankdrddi  ca^^  (L53)  iti  vacandt  sidhyati:  iti 
cet:  "md»  ^vam^*:  anddyuddtte  tad  bhavati:  ddyuddttdrtham^* 
^Hdam  grahanam^\    ca ;    suvar ;  punar ;    ahar- 
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according  to  W.  B.,  md  hvdr  mitrasya  (i.1.4*) ;  but,  according  to 
G.  M.  O.,  md  hvdr  vasHndm  (Ll.3) :  I  have  found  the  word  only  in 
these  two  sections.  For  dbhdh,  yondv  dbhdr  ukhd  (iv.2.6^).  For 
vdhy  vdr  ndma  vo  hitam  (v.(3.1®).  For  hdh,  md  me  pra  hdr  asH 
vd  idam  (iL4.123»* :  vLs.l  *•*  :  only  G.  M.  have  the  last  two  words) : 
the  word  is  found  also  at  ii4.12* ;  6.2 3»6.  For  abibha/iy  as  the  only 
passage  where  it  occurs  (iLS.l*)  does  not  exhibit  in  samhitd  the 
iinal  r,  we  have  the  ^a^d-text  quoted,  namely  abibhas  tarn  tarn 
abibhar  ahibhae  tarn,  Ajigah,  for  the  same  reason,  is  treated  in  the 
same  way  in  W.  B.  O.,  namely  oshadhir  ajtgar  ajiqar  oshadhir 
oshadhtr  ajtgah:  cmgar  Uy  ajtgah  (iv.6.7^) ;  but  G.  M.  read  simply 
oahadhtr  ojigcih.  For  akah,  aevatrd  ''kar  (nakshtrena  (v.1.7*  :  G. 
M.  omit  the  last  word) :  it  is  found  also  at  1.3.14^  twice;  5.23;  ii.4. 
9^;  6.7  »:iiLl.l03;  4.10*  :iv.l.2*:v.2.1*,87:vL4.8>.  As  for  this  a>fc</A, 
the  commentator  supposes  the  objection  raised  that  rule  9,  which 
teaches  that  kah  ana  dvah  change  A  to  r  in  an  unaccented  word, 
combined  with  rule  L62,  which  would  extend  the  force  of  that  rule 
to  kah  with  a  prefixed,  is  suflficient  to  cover  the  cases  of  its  occur- 
rence, without  separate  mention  in  the  present  rule ;  but  he  denies 
the  pertinence  of  the  objection,  on  the  ground  that  the  specifica- 
tion here  made  includes  all  instances  oi  akah,  without  regard  to 
their  accentuation — ^for  example,  dkah  at  iv.1.2*,  which  is  accent- 
ed on  the  first  syllable,  but  exhibits  r  in  its  ^'a^<:?-reading,  drvd' 
^kar  dkar  drvd'  ^rvd'  ^kah.  For  anantah,  yajflaparusho  'narUari- 
tydi  (v. 2.6®).  A  precisely  similar  objection  is  suggested  to  this 
word  also,  on  the  ground  of  rules  viiLlO  and  L63  combined;  and 
it  is  similarly  repelled,  by  reference  to  the  difference  of  accent : 
dnantar  has  the  acute  on  the  first  syllable,  which  rule  10  forbids. 
For  vivah  is  given,  again  inja^-text,  ea  vivar  viva^  ca  ca  vivah: 
vivar  iti  vivah  (iv.2.82  ;  only  0.  has  the  filial  repetition  of  vivah: 
the  Atharvan  reads  vi  va/j,  as  two  separate  words,  in  the  corres- 

.•  ahdrahar^*  (viii.13)  ity  aningydnto  nishidhyate^\'  evath- 

rUpasya  ^^nd  ''yam  niyamah^*,  prdtar .*  doshd- :^*^rtan 

;"  deva .•  drdc ;  atanutar^^  iti  pdkhdntare:  etan 

;  hotar....:  marut- ;  prthivi ;  agne ;  a^iy"* 

;  neshtah .•  ^ivaa svaraghoshavatpara  iti  kim: 

ab- ;  punas .*   avarnapHrvas  tu  lupyate  (ix.9)   iti 

kvacil  lopaprdptih:  ^^atha  svaraparo  yakdram  (ix.lO)  iti  kvor 
cid  yatvaprdptih :  okdram  ah  sarvo  *kdraparah  (ix.7)  iti 
kvacid  otvaprdptih*\'  td  etdh  prdptth*^  pratisheddhum  hvdrabhdr- 
ddydrambhah. 

0)0 eshu;  G.  M.  hvdr  abhdr  vdr  hdr  ity  ddi    *  G.  M.  om.  svara.    *  G. 

M.  om.  *  W.  om.  t*)  G.  M.  kar  anutdttatvena.  •  0.  om.  wo,  ^  W.  tad.  «  0. 
puts  after  vacandt  *  G.  M.  om. ;  0.  apt.  *®  G.  M.  0  om.  (">  W.  ddifuddttasva- 
rdrthah;  G.  M.  0.  ayam  for  idam.  "  0.  om.  0^  G.  M.  na;  0.  om.  "  B.  -dttaim; 
G.  M.'0.  -dtias,  O'^)  G.  M.  tv  aya  u;  0.  tv  ayam  iti  gr-.  >*  G.  M.  add  mvar. 
"  W.  -dhyeta;  G.  M.  -ghedhita  ity.  09>  G.  U.  ayam  nishedhah,  Of>  B.  om. 
«  G.  M.  «m..    <«»)  0.  om.    "  W.  G.  M.  O.  pHk. 
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fK)n<ling  passage,  iv.1.1).  For  suvah,  suvar  asi  suvar  me  yacha 
{v.7.62  :  O.  omits  the  last  word) :  the  numerous  passages  in  which 
this  word  occurs  it  would  be  quite  useless  to  rehearse.  For  punahy 
punar  dsadya  sadanam  (i\.2,^^  \  O.  omits  the  last  word):  this, 
too,  is  of  too  frequent  occurrence  to  be  worth  detailed  reference. 
For  oAaroAaA,  aharahar  havirdhdnindm  (iL5.6^) :  the  same  repe- 
tition of  ahah  is  found  further  at  L5.9®  twice,^ :  iL5.6®.  In  con- 
nection herewith  is  made  the  remark  that  ahah  when  not  at  the 
end  of  a  separable  compound  is  the  subject  of  rule  1 8,  below ;  but 
that  that  rule  does  not  apply  to  a  case  like  the  one  here  in  hand. 
For  prdtah,  prdtar  upasadah  (vi2,33):  prdtah  is  found  also  at 
U.7:  ii.  1.2*;  5.63:  iii.1.7' ;  3.8* ;  4.10 » :  vL4.2».  For  vaatah,  doshdr 
vastar  dhiyd  vaya/n  (1.5.6^ ;  p.  doshd-vaatah) :  also  at  L2.14*. 
For  pamitahy  ^tan  havvdh  Qaiuitar  iti  trishcUydh  (viS.lO* :  only 
G.  M.  have  the  first  word,  only  O.  the  last).  For  savita/i,  deva 
savUar  etat  te  (iii.2.7') :  the  word  is  found  also  in  about  a  dozen 
other  passages.  For  sanutah^  drdc  cid  dveahah  sanutar  yuyotu 
(L7.13*).  For  stanutah  we  are  simply  referred  to  " another  text" 
(^khdnt(tra) :  but  G.  M.  read  sanutar^  and  omit  stamUar  in  the 
rule  itself.  For  stotah,  etan  stotar  etena  (vii4.20).  For  hotah^  hotar 
yav  Uhtha  sukrato  (12.14*:  O.  omits  the  last  word) :  also  at  L  3. 1 4  ^ ; 
6.2*:  iv.3.13^:  v.l.4»:  vi.3.82;  4.33.  For pitahy  resort  is  had  to  the 
jatd-resLdingj  since  the  only  passage  (iii3.9')  in  which  the  word 
occurs  does  not  bring  to  view  the  r :  thus,  marutdm  pitah  pUar 
martUdm  marutdm  pitah.  For  mdtah,  pjrthivi  mdtar  md  md  hin- 
8th  (iiL8.2*  :  O.  omits  the  last  word).  For  yashtah^  agne  yashtar 
idam  namah  (Ll.12).  For  eshtah,  again  a  ^a^<^reading,  a^ty^  eah- 
tar  eshtar  a^yd  ^fty^  eahtah  (i.2.11*):  its  treatment  before  the 
word  which  follows  it  in  sarhhitd  is  the  subject  of  rules  18-22  of 
this  chapter;  that  of  the  preceding  word,  of  x.l4.  For  neshtah, 
once  more  the  jatd  is  drawn  upon,  neshtah  patnim  patnlrh  neshtar 
neshtah  patntm  (vi6.8®).  For  tvashtah^  finally,  Qivas  tvash^ar 
«A<2  "  t^oAi  (iill.ll*  :  O.  omits  the  last  word):  al^o  at  i.3.7*,l6> : 
iill.li*:  vi3.62,ll2. 

The  commentary  adds  a  couple  of  counter-examples,  illustrative 
of  the  fact  that  these  words  snow  their  r  only  before  a  vowel  or 
sonant  consonant:  they  are  abibhas  tarn  bhUtdni  (ii.5.1*),  and  pvr 
nas  te  mdi  ^shdm  (iy.7.143). 

9.  Also  in  kak  and  dvah,  in  an  unaccented  word. 

The  citefl  examples  are:  mithuyd  kar  bhdgadheyam  (L3.7*),  and 

9.  kah :  dvah :  ity  etayor  visaijantyah  padakdle  'nuddtte^  pade 
vartamdruih    svaraghoshavatparo    repham    dj^culyate,     yathd*:' 

mith' .*  suruco anuddtta  iti  kim :  ko ;  *dvo ;* 

eva^npara  iti  kim  :  ad  hi 

'  O.  M.  -«a.    »  G.  M.  om.    ^  0.  om. 
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aurtico  vena  dvah:  dvar  ity  dvah  (iy.2,S^ :  G.  M.  O.  omit  suru- 
cah).  For  dvcUi  I  find  no  other  example ;  kah  occurs  further  at 
L4.45M  ii.2.12^  As  counter-examples,  kd  'aye  ^^^ardh  (ii.6.7**), 
and  d'vo  vd'jeshu  ydm  jund'h  (1.3.13^:  G.  M.  omit  the  last  two 
words ;  O.  omits  the  whole  passage)  show  the  necessity  of  the  spe- 
cification respecting  accent;  while  adhipdm  aJcah  samashtydi 
(yil.7®)  shows  that  the  r  appears  only  beWe  a  sonant  letter. 
This  last  example,  it  may  be  remarked,  is  brought  under  the  ac- 
tion of  the  rule  by  L52 :  if  would  be  an  example  also  under  the 
preceding  rule;  compare  what  is  there  said  in  connection  with  the 
cited  word  akah, 

*^ri(Hiy<iyl  II  \o  II 

10.  Also  in  antah,  except  when  accented  on  the  first  syllabla 

The  cited  examples  are:  antdr  agne  rued'  tvdm  (iv.1.9^;  2.1*), 
agntm  antdr  bhartshydrUt  fiv.l.32  :  O.  omits  the  first  word),  and 
antarydmi  maghavan  (vi4.6^ :  but  O.  omits  the  example — rea- 
sonably enough,  since  it  is  given  again  later  in  this  very  comment, 
in  illustration  of  a  special  point).  It  were  to  no  good  end  to  re- 
hearse the  other  cases  of  occurrence  of  so  common  a  word.  To 
show  the  necessity  of  the  restriction  respecting  accent,  the  com- 
mentator quotes  eahd  'ntS  *ntam  manuahydh  (vii.2.7^),  where  we 
have  the  noun  dnta^  which  the  rule  was  especially  constructed  to 
avoid  including.  To  prove,  again,  the  continued  implication  of 
"followed  by  a  sonant  letter,"  is  given  antda  te  dadhdmi  (i.4.3  and 
vi.4.6*'2).  fhcn  the  comment  proceeds  to  justify  the  form  in 
which  the  restriction  respecting  accent  is  made  in  the  rule :  it 
might  have  been  said,  "  wnen  accented  on  the  last  syllable ;"  but 
then  the  rule  would  have  applied  only  under  those  circum- 
stances ;  whereas  now  is  included  the  case  when  the  word  is  not 
accented  at  all,  as^in  antarmd^  mithund'u  (vii.6.9* ;  p.  antoA-vedi) 
and  antarydmi  magfvavan  (vi.4.63,  as  above:  but  G.  M.  omit). 
The  mode  of  statement  selected,  however,  it  may  be  remarked, 
has  this  inconvenience — that  it  renders  necessary  the  separate 
specification,  in  rule  8,  of  anantah,  because  that  combination, 
where  it  occurs,  happens  to  be  "  accented  on  the  first  syllable " 
(see  note  to  rule  8).     It  would  appear  to  admit  of  question,  in- 

10.  antar  ity  ^asmin  pade^  'nddyuddUe  viaarjantyah  svaragho- 

ahavatparo  repham  dpadyate^.   yathd^:  antar ;  agnim .• 

antar- anddyuddtta  iti  kim :  eaho .•  evampara  iti  kim : 

ant  as *antoddtta  iti  vaktavye*  bahnsvaratvam  bahUpddd' 

ndrtham^: ,anyaihd  tv^  antoddttaaydi  'ra  aydt:*  antarv- :  an- 

tary- dddv  uddtto  yaaya  tad  ddyuddttam:  nd  ^'^dyuddttam 

anddyuddttam :  taamin, 

<»)  G.  M.  etasmiik  «  G.  M.  d^pnoH,  »  G.  M.  om.  *  G.  M.  om.  »  W.  0.  ihak. 
W  B.  om.    ■»  G.  M.  hy. 
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deed,  whether  dnantah  was  not  fairly  included  in  the  present 
rule,  since  the  antah  part  of  it,  at  any  rate,  is  not  "accented 
oh  the  first ;"  but  the  treatise  chooses  to  avoid  so  nice  a  question 
of  interpretation,  and  to  take  the  safe  side. 

?TT5[PT^:  II  \^  II 

11.  Also  a  visarjaniya  followed  by  dvrt 

The  quoted  examples  are  jinvar  dvrt  svdhd  and  ugnar  dvrt 
svdhd  (both  iL4.7*:  B.  has  hhtmar  for  ugnar;  O.  reads  in  each 
case  dvrth,  according  to  the  requirements  of  rule  xiv.l2).  Other 
instances  in  the  same  and  following  divisions  of  the  same  section 
are  bhimar  dvrt,  tveshar  dvrt,  prutar  dvrt,  and  bhiltar  dvrt.  The 
anomalous  combination  does  not  occur  elsewhere. 

^fm^  4q"  II  \^  II 

12.  And  likewise  when  iH  followa 

The  word  apt  in  this  rule,  we  are  tbld,  brings  forward  the  im- 
plication of  "  a  viaafjantya  followed  by  dvrt.^^  According  to  the 
commentator's  exposition,  further,  the  rule  is  intended  to  apply  to 
the  jatd  repetition  of  prutah  with  its  predecessor  iti :  as,  iti  pru- 
tah  frutar  iti  Hi  prutah  (iL4.7^).  Nor  do  I  see  of  what  other  in- 
terpretation it  is  capable,  although  it  seems  strange  that  the  irreg- 
ular conversion  of  h  into  r  should  be  retained  in  the  Ja^t^-reading 
of  this  word  only,  and  not  of  the  others,  where  repeated  with 
their  respective  predecessors.  It  is  clearly  implied  that  we  are  to 
read,  for  example,  in  the  first  case  falling  under  the  preceding  rule, 
varshah  jinvo  jinvo  varahan  varshah  jinvah. 

As  counter-example,  showing  the  necessity  of  the  implication 
signified  by  api,  we  receive  rtt3>hir  havanaprutah  (ii.4.14*  :  G.  M. 
O.  omit  the  first  word ;  G.  M.  add  havam,  but  no  such  word  follows 
in  the  Sanhit4,  and  the  addition  is  doubtless  a  copyist's  error — 
possibly  growing  out  of  the  attempt  to  repeat  the  compound,  in 
Its  pada  or  jatd  form).  Here  both  the/>ad^text  (as  the  word  is  a 
compound)  and  the  jatd  (as  it  stands  before  a  pause)  would  read 
havanapruta  iti  havana-pruta/i,  the  ordinary  «anc?A#  being  made 
of  prutah  and  iti. 


dy^l^t^iyc^^PiiMM:  ii  n  » 


11.  dvrd  ity  evamparo  visarjantyo  repham  dpnoti,  jinv- ; 

ugn- 

12.  apipahda  dvrtparam^  msarjantyam  anvddipati:  asdu  vi- 
sarjaniya itiparo  repham  dpnoti.    iti  pr- anvddepah  kim- 

arthah :  rtu- itih^  paro  yasmdd  asdv  itiparah, 

»  W.  0.  -paro;  G.  M.  -para.    •  W.  B.  Hi;  O.  Uifabdah, 
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IS. Also  in  ahdh,  ahah,  amd  suvah,  except  at  the  end  of  a 
separable  word. 

There  is  a  well-established  difference  of  reading  in  the  text  it- 
self of  this  rule.  T.  and  W.  read  the  last  word  antngydntdh^  as 
plural,  to  agree  with  the  three  words  mentioned,  or  else  with  the 
three  cases  of  visarjantya  which  they  present ;  and  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  comment,  both  in  W.  and  in  O.,  is  seen  an  attempt  to 
explain  the  word  as  a  plural — not,  however,  consistently  carried 
out  in  either.  As  both  readings  are  equally  acceptable,  I  have 
adopted  the  one  which  is  best  supported. 

The  examples  given  in  illustration  of  the  rule  are  ahdr  jdtave- 
dd  vicarshanih  (iiL2.5* :  O.  omits  the  last  word),  ahar  mdnsena 
(y.7.20:  but  G.  M.  substitute  aharhhdjo  vdi^  viLi.S*),  and  euoar 
devdn  aganma  (i.7.9*  :  O.  omits  the  last  word) :  and,  as  counter- 
examples, first,  to  show  that  the  h  in  the  words  specified,  when 
they  stand  as  final  members  of  compounds,  is  treated  in  the  usual 
manner,  abhipHrvam  tryahd  hhavanti  (viL.S.ft^  et  al. ;  p.  tri-ahdh: 
O.  omits  the  first  word),  pratyarl  tryci/io  bhavati  (vii.3.6^  et  al. ; 
p.  tri-^ihaJi :  but  B.  has  dropped  out  the  whole  example,  and  G.  M. 
O.  substitute,  O.  with  omission  of  the  first  word,  pratyan  ahad- 
aho  hhavati^  viL4.2*),  and  devaauva  stha  te  (LS.IO^ :  but  W.  B.  0. 
give  simply  the  /)aa</-reading  of  devasuvah^  namely  devasuva  iti 
deva-suvohy  since  thus  alone  is  the  word  put  into  circumstances 
which  show  its  h  not  to  be  convertible  into  r) ;  and  second,  to  show 
that  the  conversion  takes  place  only  before  sonant  letters,  prdyn- 
ntyam  ahas  tasmdt  (vii.2.8* :  O.  omits  the  first  word),  and  auva^ 
ca  mUrdhd  ca  (L7.9>  and  iv.V.ll^). 

The  commentator  then  proceeds  to  give  an  explanation,  ao  far  as 
ffhdh  is  concerned,  respecting  the  virtual  intent  of  the  rule,  which, 
he  says,  is  meant  to  establish  an  exception  for  that  word  when  the 
final  member  of  a  compound ;  since  the  inclusion  of  hd/j  among 
the  words  cited  in  rule  8  would,  under  the  operation  of  the  often- 
quoted  rule  L62,  be  authority  sufficient  for  turning  ahdh  into  dhdr 
before  a  sonant  letter.  Upon  this  he  next  imagines  the  objection 
to  be  raised,  that  the  readmg  in  this  rule  also,  as  well  as  the  other, 
should  have  been  AdA,  ahdh  being  then  included  along  with  it  ac- 
cording to  the  principle  referred  to ;  and  thus  the  liability  to  re- 
proach for  overdoing  the  explicitness  of  the  rule  would  be  avoid- 

18.  ahdh:  ahah:  suvah:  eteshu^  visarfcmiyo^ 'ningydntah*  sva- 

raghoshavcUparo  repham  dpnoti^.   yath a';  ahdr .•  ahar ; 

auvar ;  aniiigydnta  iti  kim :  ahhip- :  praty- ;  dev- 

evampara  iti  kim:  prdy- :  auva^- hvdrabhdr 

(viii8)  •  ddisiltre  hdr  ity  anena  grahaneyid  ^hdh^abdasyd  ^py 
akdrddi  (i.52)  iti  vacandd  rephasiddhdu  satydm  atra  punarva- 
canam  ingydntasyd  ^hdhpabdasya  pratishedhdrtham.  nanv  atrdi 
^vd'  hdr  iti  vaktavyam:  apy  akdrddi  (l62)  iti  va<:anena  kdr- 
yasiddheh:  na  tu  tadgduravdpcUteh*:  iti  cet:  mdi  \*am:  aning- 
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ed.  But  he  replies,  reasonably  enough,  that,  as  the  rule  says 
"  when  not  the  tinal  member  of  a  separable  word,"  it  is  to  be  in- 
ferred that  the  words  specified  do  occur  as  such  members :  and 
with  hdh  that  is  not  the  case ;  wherefore  the  distinction  would  be 
meaningless  with  reference  to  hdh.  And  it  would  be  a  poor 
enough  side  to  take,  and  altogether  unworthy  of  approval,  to  give 
a  direction  which  did  not  apply  to  a  word  itself,  but  only  to  that 
word  with  a  prefixed.  Hence  th^  quotation  is  made  in  proper 
fonn. 

Just  as  long  a  discussion  might  have  been  raised  with  equal  rea- 
son over  ahan  and  suvah^  both  of  which  are  also  included  in  the 
former  rule.  So  far  as  a/iah  is  concerned,  indeed,  it  is  easy  to  see 
that  this  is  the  general  rule,  applying  to  the  cases  of  occurrence  of 
that  word  in  the  main,  with  a  specific  restriction ;  and  that  ahar- 
ahah  in  rule  8  is  a  sort  of  exception  in  advance,  made  for  a  single 
case  which  would  otherwise  fall  under  this  restriction  (since,  in 
ahahrohah,  the  second  ahah  is  in  fact  the  final  member  of  a  com- 
pound). But  I  am  unable  to  discover  any  justification  of  the  way 
in  which  suvah  is  treated :  it  is  made  the  subject  of  two  general 
rules,  to  the  one  of  which  a  needed  restriction  is  attached,  to  the 
other,  not.  For  ahdh  and  suoah,  the  present  rule  should,  it  seems, 
have  taken  distinctly  the  form  of  an  exception  merely :  nd  ^hdh- 
suvar  ingydntdu;  'not,  however,  ahdh  and  auvahj  when  final 
members  of  compounds ;'  and  ahah  should  have  been  separately 
treated,  or  else  included  with  them  and  a  further  counter-exception 
added. 

?r  fwi^:  H  \^  II 

14.  Not,  however,  when  followed  by  bhih  or  bhydm. 

There  is  violation  of  the  ordinary  usage  of  the  Prati9akhya  in 
this  rule  also.  The  only  one  of  the  words  mentioned  in  the  pre- 
ceding rule  which  is  found  with  the  case-endings  bhih  and  bhydm 
following  it  is  ahaJi;  and  hence,  to  it  alone  the  present  precept 
applies.  We  should  expect  it,  therefore,  in  accordance  with  tne 
principle  of  which  L68  is  an  expression,  to  have  been  placed  last 
m  the  trio  of  which  it  forms  a  member.  The  commentator  does 
not  remark  upon  the  irregularity,  but  simply  points  out  that  the 

ydnta  ity  ukter*  ingydrUatvam^^  itV^  aambhdvantyam :  tac  ca  hdr 
ity  evamrdpe^'*  grahane  nd  ^stt  Hy^*  atre  ^dam  vi^hanam  anar- 
thakam  sydt:  tathd  'jpy'*  evamrdpe  ?nd  bhdd  itV*:  ^*kirh  tv^*  akd- 
rddUvebhavatiHijaghanyahpakshah:  na  tusaralah:  iti  aUtre^'' 
*hdr^*  iti  grahanam  upayujyate. 

*  0.  eshu  padeahu.  *  W.  -yA.  '  W.  aningydntdh ;  0.  -td.  *  0.  dpnuvanti.  ^  6. 
M.  O.  om.  *  Q.  M.  ins.  %.  ''  G.  M.  'vd.  ^  0.  tatra  gdwavadoshdp- ;  Gr.  M.  tcUra 
gdugavadeahop'.  *  W.  ukim;  Q.  M.  0.  ukte.  ^^  G.  M.  -dntam.  "  G.  M.  0.  api. 
»  G.  M.  0.  -pcL'  "  W.  om.  iti.  "  G.  M.  0.  saH:  a  better  reading.  »  0.  om. 
Of)  G.  M.  om. ;  O.  kirn  iv  apy.    "  G.  M.  0.  autardm,     »»  mSS.  ahdr. 
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circu  instances  of  the  case  restrict  the  application  of  the  rule  to 
ahah,  and  gives  as  examples  uttardir  ahobhip  caranti  (viiS.l*  :  G. 
M.  O.  omit  the  last  word),  and  pam  ahobhydm  iti  ni  naycUi 
(vL3.9'). 


?r^j^  f^TiHimn 


15.  Also  not  in  aflhah,  as  all  agree. 

Some  authorities,  namely,  the  commentator  informs  us,  accept 
this  word  as  containing  an  antiavdra^  others  not ;  but  all  alike  re- 
gard it  as  an  exception  under  rule  13  (and  therefore  not  liable  to 
have  its  final  visarjantya  converted  into  r  under  any  circum- 
stances). Those  who  accept  the  anusvdra  still  regard  the  word 
as  falling  under  the  action  of  rule  1 3,  in  virtue  of  the  principle  "  a 
nose-sound  occurring  in  the  interior  of  a  word  is  no  bar  to  the  ap- 
plication of  a  rule ;  hence  it  performs  the  offices  of  letters  while 
itself  only  a  quality  "  (if  this  be,  in  fact,  the  meaning  of  the  sec- 
ond line  of  the  verse,  of  which  I  am  by  no  means  confident ;  the 
readings  of  the  manuscripts  are  here  somewhat  discordant,  with- 
out being  mutually  explanatory).  The  first  words  of  this  verse 
were  quoted  in  the  comment  on  rule  i.l,  in  connection  with  the  dis- 
cussion as  to  whether  antisvdra  was  a  concrete  thing  or  a  quality 
(see  p.  8),  and  were  credited  to  the  ^iksha — which,  however,  in 
the  form  in  which  we  now  possess  it,  neither  contains  such  a  pas- 
sage, nor  seems  to  furnish  a  connection  in  which  it  should  natu- 
raUy  be  introduced.  I  should  question  the  sober  verity  of  the  con- 
siderations whereby  the  commentator  tries  to  justify  the  rule.  It 
is  hardly  credible  that  dnhah  and  ahah  should  be  fairly  identified 
by  any  authorities.  And  anusvdra  is  not  a  ndsikyay  but  an  anu- 
ndsika,  in  the  view  of  this  treatise  everywhere.     It  might  be  bet- 

14.  sdmnidhyena^  labd/iah^  pHrvasHtrokto  visarjaniyo  *  bhir- 
bhydm  *  ecamparo*  na  rephani  dpnoti.  arthdd  dhar  ity  atra  vi- 
sarjamyah  parlgrhyate :  itaratraathitasydi  ^vamparatvdbhdvdt. 
yathd:  utt- ;  ^am 

>  G.  M.  0.  'dhydl    «  W.  labhyah.    ^  W.  ins.  no.    *  0.  ins.  %.    »  G.  M.  paro. 

• 

16.  cakdro  ^nishedham  dkarshatV:  anha  ity  asmin^  grahane  vi- 
aaijamyo  na  repham  dpnoti:  ahdrahar  (viii.l3)  iti  prdptih. 
atra*  grahane  kecid  anvsvdram  i^hanli  *k^cin  ne  ^chanti:  sarve- 
shdm*  teshdm  esha^  nishedho  bhavcUi:  antisvdram  ichadbhir  api 
prdptir  evam  pratipddyate* : 

vidher  madhyastJiandaikyo  na  virodho^  ^bhavet  smrtah^: 

tasmdt  karoti^  kdrydni  vamdndm  ^^dharma  eva^^  tv 

iti,    yathd^\'  anha ;  aHho- 

(»)  G.  M.  0.  'dhdkarshakak,  «  G.  M.  ctoat/iwi.  «  0.  asmin,  <*)  G.  M.  om.  »  G. 
M.  evo.  ^  G.  M.  pad/y-.  '^  B.  -dhi,  ^  B.  bhavetcsatah;  G.  M.  bhaved  yatah. 
»  B.  G.  M.  kurvarUi.    <'<*>  W.  dhtmnanas.    "  G.  M.  odl 
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ter  to  regard  the  specific  exception  of  anhah  as  simply  a  sort  of 
supererogatory  effort  at  extreme  explicitness,  intended  to  guard 
against  the  confusion  with  aAa/t,  even  by  a  blunderer,  of  another 
word  which  was,  indeed,  definitely  different  from  it,  but  different 
by  only  so  inconspicuous  an  element  as  the  nasalization  of  a  vowel. 
The  illustrative   examples  are   anha  indram  evd  ^nhomitcam 

(iL2.7*  :  but  O.  writes* eva :  anhomucam^  as  if  the  latter  word 

were  a  separate  citation :  it  is  found  in  other  passages),  and  anho- 
muce  pra  bJtarema  (16.123  :  ^q^  O.  substitutes  anhomitce  purodd- 
^m,  iL2.7*). 

16.  But,  when  not  preceded  by  an  a-vowel,  visarjamya  fol- 
lowed by  r  is  omitted. 

The  commentator's  example  in  illustration  of  the  action  of  this 
rule  is  revatt  ramadhvam  (i.3.7*  et  al. ;  p.  reva^tA) ;  and  he  adds  as 
counter-examples,  first,  to  show  the  necessity  of  the  restriction 
"not  preceded  by  an  a-vowel,"  yo  rudro  agndu  (v.S.O^),  and 
again,  to  show  that  the  omission  takes  place  only  before  a  r,  reva- 
Ur  nah  s(id?iainddah  (vl2A2^\^,\^^),  This  exhausts  the  evident 
intent  of  the  rule :  the  tu,  '  but,'  which  the  latter  contains,  merely 
indicates  the  transition  to  a  new  and  diverse  subject ;  it  intimates 
no  distinction  between  the  classes  of  cases  in  which  the  visarjaniya 
represents  a  «  on  the  one  hand  and  an  original  r  on  the  other; 
and  all  the  cases  of  final  ah  and  dh  are  left  to  be  treated  alike, 
as  prescribed  by  the  rules  given  hereafter  (ix.7-10) — ah  being 
changed  to  o,  and  dh  to  d.  This  truly  represents  the  usage  of  the 
Sanhita :  the  latter  does  not  contain  (if  the  special  case  which 
forms  the  subject  of  rules  18-22,  below,  be  excepted)  a  single  in- 
stance of  ah  converted  into  d  before  r:  the  occurrence  before  r  of 
ah  standing  for  original  ar  is  very  rare,  and  the  product  is  always 
o:  besides  the  cases  of  ahordtre  (joaJa-text,  uJujhrdtre)^  I  have 

16.  avarndd  anyasvarapHrvo  rephaparo  visarjantyo  lupyate, 

yathd^:  rev- evampUrva  iti  kim:  yo .•  evampara   iti 

kim:  rev- tu^abddrambhdd  avarnapdrvo  'pi  hvdrabhdr 

(viii  8)  ddtndih  visargo  lupyate  pHrvasvara^  ca  dirgham  dpad- 

yate.     yathd^:    rukino tarhi  suvo ity  atra  lopadir- 

ghdu  kim  na  sydtdm.  dviruktatvdd  iti  brdmah.  tat  katham. 
hvdrabhdr  (viii8)  ddisutre  *  ;  ahdrahahsuvar  (viii.  13)  ity 
atra  ca.  nanv  ahordtre  ity  atra  katham  otvam,  anydrthsna 
grahanasdmarthyene  Ui  hrdmah,  tat*  katham,  ahordtre  dhr- 
tavrate*  (iv.ll)  ity  evayhrdpasdmydd^  ahordtrdbhydm 
ahordtrayor^  ity  ddi  vijfieyam'^,  ^evarh  ced  adhishavane 
(iv.ll)  iti  grahanasdmarthyendi  'ua"  ^Wiatve  siddhe^^  ^^  na  dhi- 
pHrve  (vill)  iti  ^^nishedhanishedhena  virodhah}*,    satyam:  sor 
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only  found  four  instances  of  suvah  before  forms  of  ruh;  namely 
9UV0  ruhdndh  (iv.1.2*;  7.13*),  suvo  rohdva  (i.7.9*),  and  suvo  ro- 
kahf/dmi  ((.7.9  >).  The  other  PrAti9akhya8  (Kik.  Pr.  iv.9,  r.  28,29; 
V&j.  Pr.  iv.34;  Ath.  Pr.  ii.l9,  iii.20)  convert  ah  to  d  in  like  circum- 
stances ;  and  at  least  the  Rik  and  Atharvan  afford  several  instances 
of  the  sandhi. 

So  much  for  the  rule  and  its  meaning.  The  commentator,  un- 
fortunately, has  found  occasion  to  give  it  a  forced  and  false  inter- 
pretation ;  it  leads  him  into  a  nest  of  difficulties,  through  which  he 
flounders  as  best  he  can,  coming  out  at  the  end  with  much  dis- 
credit. There  happens  to  be  a  single  passage  (or,  if  there  be 
another,  I  have  not  noticed  it)  where  a  word  with  original  final  r 
follows  in  the  Sanhita  a  word  beginning  with  r — namely  rukmo 
autah  (iv.1.10***;  6.0*;  7.12^) — and,  of  course,  in  the  inversions  of 
the  jatd'tQxX,  comes  to  stand  before  its  predecessor.  The  accepted 
^af<?-reading,  it  appears  (as  given  in  full  by  the  commentator),  is 
rukmo  antar  antd  i'ukmo  rukmo  antahy  the  analogy  of  the  Rik  and 
Atharvan  usage  being  followed  in  the  treatment  of  antah.  In  or- 
der, now,  to  find  authority  for  this  reading,  the  commentator  de- 
clares that  tUy  '  but,'  in  the  rule  signifies  that,  even  when  preceded 
by  an  «-vowel,  the  words  specified  in  rule  8  and  its  successors  lose 
their  visaijanh/a  and  lengthen  the  preceding  vowel.  This  is  an 
attribution  of  portentous  pregnancy  of  meaning  to  the  particle  such 
as  is  not  very  mfrequently  made,  rarely  with  more  evident  falsity 
than  here.  The  objection  is  immediately  suirgested — why,  in  that 
case,  does  not  siivah  in  8uvo  rohdva  (i.7.9*)  lose  its  h  and  length- 
en its  af  Because,  is  the  acute  reply,  it  has  been  mentioned 
twice,  once  in  rule  8,  and  once  in  rule  1 3.  What  possible  connec- 
tion is  to  be  discovered  between  this  repetition  and  the  use  to 
which  he  would  fain  put  it,  he  does  not  give  himself  the  trouble  to 
inform  us :  he  takes  care  to  raise  only  such  difficulties  as  he  con- 
ceives himself  able  to  remove.  The  next  which  it  pleases  him  to 
evoke  is — how  is  the  o  of  ahordtre  to  be  explained?     We  rather 

va^abdasyd  ^dhishavane  iti  grahanasdmarthyena^^  shatvaiU  si- 
dhyaiu:  sthdnapabdasya  katham  sidhyet:  grahanddiadniarthyd- 
bhdvdt'*:  tdsmdt  tadartham^*  tdvaf*  sdtram  sdrthakam  iti  "tadar- 
tham  ca  drushtwoyanC^ :  tadartham  cc*"  Vt  gudajihvikdnydyah^*: 
tathd  hi:  grahanasdmarthydd*'^  itl^^  gamanikdnidtram^^:  kan- 
thoktis  tu  vi^hah  :  tatah  savapabdartham^*  aOtram  iti  bhdvffh**. 
avarndd  anyo  'navarnah :  asdu  pHrvo  yasmdt  aa  tathoktah, 
rephah  paro  yasmdd  asdu  rephaparah. 

'  B.  G.  M.  0.  om.  «  W.  B.  G.  M.  om.  »  W.  B.  ins.  ah  'rakar  iti.  *  W.  B.  0.  om. 
*  0.  adhvifiavant.  •  G  M.  pragrahe  evanirupasdm'trthyad.  ''  G.  M.  'tre.  *  B. 
jneyam.  '*'  0.  nana  anyihr&ieiia  grahanemii  'va.  '*">  G.  M.  om.  "  0.  tiddhik. 
'•  B.  ins.  nishitidht.  ♦'^>  0.  shatvanishedhadsh-^ho  iia  vid^eyah;  B.  nishedho  na 
Uivirodhak.  "  li.  -mwrrfm-.  ^*  B.  artham;  G.  M.  tadavstham'.  »« G.  M.  vd  tat 
t")  G.  M.  0.  samtoshtavyam.  "» G.  M.  ve.  '»  G.  M.  guLt-.  «"  0.  -myum,  *'  0. 
om.;  G.  M.  ».  «  G.  M.  kam-.  *»  G.  M.  savasUuina^ ;  0.  adds  api.  »*  Q.  M. 
gdvah. 
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expect  to  hear  him  reply — ^because  aJiah  also  is  twice  mentioned, 
in  the  same  two  rales  with  suvah.  But  no ;  we  do  injustice  to  the 
tenderness  of  his  exegetical  conscience,  in  supposing  him  capable 
of  such  gross  arbitrariness  of  interpretation,  when  in  rule  8,  in- 
stead of  ahahj  aha/r<ihah  is  read.  He  alleges  instead  the  compe- 
tency of  a  form  cited  for  another  purpose  (compare  Rik  Pr.  Lid,  r. 
liy,55) :  we  have  read  in  rule  iv.ll  akordtrey  wnere  the  pragrahas 
are  under  treatment,  and  this  suffices,  by  analogy  of  form,  to  deter- 
mine the  reading  also  of  ahordtrdbhydm  and  cUiordtrayoK  K  this 
be  so,  it  is  next  retorted,  then,  as  the  sh  of  adhishavaney  which  is 
cited  in  the  same  rule,  is  assured  by  the  citation  itself  rule  vill, 
prescribing  the  shy  in  the  way  of  an  exception  to  an  exception,  is 
out  of  order.  That  is  true,  the  commentator  confesses :  but,  ^rant- 
inz  that  the  sh  of  sava  is  established  by  the  previous  mention  of 
aahishavaney  how  is  that  of  sthdnuj  the  other  word  specified  in 
die  same  rule,  established  ?  the  rule  is  therefore  to  be  deemed  of 
force  so  Deut  as  relates  to  that  irord,  and  to  be  regarded  as  intend- 
ed for  it.  Of  what  follows,  not  all  is  clear  to  me :  it  appears  that 
the  rule  is,  after  all,  defended  as  it  stands,  on  *^  the  prmciple  of 
8ugar<»ndy  and  little  tongue ''  (L  e.  as  merely  giving  more  man  is 
absolutely  required  of  what  one  cannot  receive  too  much  of,  as  the 
palate  of  candy — ?):  for  to  establish  the  reading  on  the  authority 
of  a  previous  citation  is  only  doing  just  what  will  answer  (?  gch 
manued  occurs  in  only  one  other  passage,  the  comment  on  Ll8,  and 
I  find  nowhere  anythmg  that  explains  its  use),  while  specific  men- 
tion is  a  distinction ;  hence  the  rule  has  a  meaning  as  applied  to 
sava  also :  such  is  the  understanding. 

The  commentator  might  much  better,  surely,  have  acknowledged 
that  his  text-book  had  omitted  to  provide  for  the  special  case  of 
Jo^d-reading  which  has  caused  all  this  trouble,  than  nave  forced  it 
within  the  contemplation  of  the  rules  at  such  cost. 


^    ^    ^'   "  ^^  " 


17.  And  the  preceding  vowel  is  made  long. 

The  **  and  "  {ea)  in  the  rule  is  declared  to  signify  that  the  length- 
ening of  the  vowel  takes  place  only  when  visofjafUya  has  ^en 
omitted.  TTie  cited  examples  are  rurU  rdudrah  (v.6.19),  tittirt  r(h 
hit  (v.6,16),  and  vishnU  rdpam  krtvd  {yi.2A^ :  only  6.  M.  have 
the  last  word).  As  was  noticed  in  the  comment  upon  the  prece* 
ding  rule,  there  is  no  such  case  of  ah  changed  to  d  before  r,  ex^ 
oept  the  one  forming  the  special  subject  of  the  following  rules. 

I  ■  '  ■  I        I  I       11  ■■!        I      L 

I 

17.  iasmdd  rephaparaviaarjantydl  luptdt  pHrvo  'pi^  yah  svaro 

hraatfoh  sa  ea  dirgham  dpadyaiie.    yathd?:  rurU .*  Htti- ; 

vishnU yadd  '  vtsarfaniyoBya  lapas  taddi  ^va  dirghaivam 

yaihd  sydd  Uy  evamarthap  eapabdah. 

>  0.  ora.    *  G.  K.  om.    *  G.  M.  0.  ins.  iasytL 
VOL.  IX.  25 
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18.  As  also,  in  eshtah. 

This  word  has  been  already  mentioned,  in  rule  8,  as  one  of  those 
whose  final  h  is  liable  to  become  r.  It  is  here  made  the  further 
subject  of  a  special  rule,  because  it  is  the  only  case  in  the  Sanhit& 
of.aA  changed  to  d  before  r  (see  the  note  to  rule  16).  The  passage 
in  which  it  occurs  is  eshtd  rdydh  (i2.ll  *  and  vi.2.2®). 

We  have  seen,  however,  that  the  commentator  has  felt  obliged 
to  give  a  false  interpretation  to  rule  16,  and  one  which  renders  su- 
pei^uous  the  present  rule,  as  applying  to  a  case  already  included 
under  that  one.  He  is  well  aware  of  the  objection  to  his  interpre- 
tation thence  arising,  and  himself  points  out  that  eahtd  rdyo  rdya 
eshtar  eshtd  rdyah  (only  W.  gives  this)  is  a  case  analogous  with 
rukmo  arUar  antd  rukmo  rukmo  antah  (W.  B,  omit  the  last  two 
words),  and  that  the  loss  of  A  and  lengthening  of  a  in  eshtah  is  an 
effect  of  the  tu  in  rule  16 ;  but  he  does  what  he  can  toward  remov- 
ing the  objection  by  alleging  that  the  detail  of  discordant  opinions 
which  is  to  follow  (in  the  next  four  rules)  renders  it  more  desirable 
to  cite  the  case  specially,  in  order  that  it  may  be  understood  to 
what  those  opinions  apply.  This  is  a  tolerably  ingenious  subter- 
fage — but,  aner  all,  only  a  subterfuge. 

19.  Not  so,  according  to  some  authorities. 

The  commentator  gives  two  alternative  explanations  of  this 
rule — both,  however,  as  he  notices,  leading  to  the  same  reading  of 
the  phrase  under  question.  Vararuci,  namely,  holds  that,  in  the 
view  of  some,  the  rule  denies  the  conversion  of  A  to  r  in  eshtaJi. 
and  therefore  also  the  prolongation  of  the  a;  whence,  by  the  gen- 
eral rule  ix.8,  the  word  would  become  eshto  (in  analogy  with  all 
the  other  cases  in  the  text  of  ah  before  r).  M&hisheya,  however, 
understands  that  some  are  said  to  deny  that  the  h  of  eshtah  is  lia- 
ble to  conversion  into  r  before  another  r — ^that  is  to  say,  he  makes 
the  rule  establish  so  far  an  exception  under  rule  8  rather  than  rule 

18.  eshtar  Uy  asmin  grahane  visarfcmtyo  rephaparo^  'varna- 

pHrvo  *pp  lupyate  "  .    yathd*:   eshtd *capabdo  lopadtr- 

ghayor  dJcarshdkah*.    nanv  etad  anupapannam :    hvdrahhdr 

(viiLS)  ddyantahpdtitvdd  eshtar  Uy  asya:  *  eshtd ;*  rukmo 

itivdf:  anavarnapHrvaa  tu  ( viii  1 6)  ity  atra  tupabdena* 

lopadirghcisiddhdu*,     "mdt  't>om";  vakshyamdnamatabheddpror 
ycUvajndpandya  grhUam  etad  upapannataram :  iti  parihdrah, 

^  W.  B.  repJiah,  •  0.  om.  *  G.  M.  ins.  purvof  ca  dirghah.  *  G.  M.  om.  <•>  G. 
M.  -^hdv  dkarshatiy  and  put  at  the  beginning.  <*>  B.  G.  M.'  Q  om.  ^  W.  iti;  G. 
U.  iHpadam.    »  G  IL  fobde,    •  B.  rhofruieh ;  G.  M.  0.  -ddhe.    (>«)  W.  B.  0.  om. 
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18.    There  can  be  little  question  that  Yaramci's  explanation  is  the 
true  one. 

In  rule  21,  below,  we  have  yet  another  mode  taught  of  arriving 
at  the  same  result  as  regards  the  reading. 

20.  According  to  Uttamottarfya,  two  become  r. 

Here,  a^ain,  there  are  two  interpretations,  Vararuci  giving 
one,  M^hisheva  the  other.  The  former  says  that,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  specined  authority  (^dkhin^  *  holder  of  a  gdkhd  or  recen- 
sion of  the  sacred  text  \  the  viaarjaniya  of  eshfah  and  the  follow- 
ing r  both  become  r — ^tnat  is,  as  I  should  think  it  ought  to  mean, 
both  fuse  together  into  a  single  r ;  thus,  eshtardyah — but  none  of 
the  manuscripts  give  this  reading  in  illustrating  the  case :  see  the 
various  readmgs  below.  M^hisheya,  on  the  other  hand,  regards 
the  individual  referred  to  as  owning  the  portentous  name  Dvavut- 
tamottaiiya,  and  as  holding  that  the  h  ot  eshtah  becomes  r  before 
r,  making  eshtar  rdyah, 

Vararuci  here  maintains,  in  my  opinion,  his  usual  superiority 
over  Mahisheva,  as  regards  both  the  plausibility  of  the  name  as- 
soined  and  the  admissibility  of  the  reading  taught ;  and  I  have 
accordingly  made  my  translation  conform  with  his  interpretation. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  the  uncertainty  of  the  tradition  within 
reach  of  the  commentators  as  to  the  personality  of  the  authorities 
quoted  by  the  Pratig^khya. 

tli^rMt^l^l^*!^  11  ^'^  11 

21.  According  to  SSmkrtya,  the  visarjamya  becomes  tt. 

And  this  u,  by  x.6,  unites  with  the  preceding  a  to  form  o,  so 
that  the  reading  of  the  passage  is  eshto  rdyah^  as  it  is  according 

19.  eke^hdm  mata  eshtar  iti  visarfantyo  rephaparo  na  lupyate: 
ata  eva  pHrvasvaradtrghdbhdvap  ca:  kim  tu  ghoahavatparap 
ca  (ix.8)  ^Uy  otvam\  yathd:  eshto  rdyah  varantciviracitam 
etaf:  fndhisheyabhdshitam  tv*  evam:  eshtar  iti  visafjantyo  re- 
phaparo *r^ham  nd*  ^^padyata  iti*,  siddhardpam  ubhayoh  so- 
mdnanu 

O  "W.  om.    •  G.  M.  om.    •  G.  M.  ca.    W  G.  M.  tm  repham  dpnoH,    *  0.  om.  na. 

20.  uttamottaHyasya   ^khino^  mata  eshtar  iti  visaijaniyas^ 

tcUparor^hap  ca  dvdv  etdu  r^ham  dpadyete,    yathd:  eshtar^ 

rdyah.    ayam  artho  vdrarucoktah*:  mdhisheyoktas  tu  dvdvtU- 

tamottariya  iti  kasya  cin  ndma :  tanmata  eshtar*  iti  visarjantyo 

rephaparo  repham  dpadyate:  *  eshtar'  rdya  iti*. 

i')  0.  -nor.  •  G.  M.  -yof  ea.  »  B.  G.  M.  -td;  O.  -tdr.  *  W.  B,  0.  tw-.  » W.  B. 
€Bhtd  rdua,    *  0.  ins.  yaikd.    ^  B.  G.  If.  "td,    >  G.  U.  O.  om. 
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to  the  "  some  authorities  ^  quoted  in  rule  19,  above.  This  is  point- 
ed out  by  the  commentator ;  who,  however,  declares  that  the  refer- 
ence to  S^mk^ya  in  a  separate  place  shows  that  he  is  not  one  of 
the  people  there  spoken  o£  B.  specifies  (probably  by  a  copyist's 
blunder)  that  the  exposition  given  of  the  meaning  of  the  rule  is  to 
be  credited  to  Mahisheya. 

3I51W  W^'^  II  ^^  II 

22.  And,  according  to  Ukhja,  along  with  the  preceding 
letter. 

That  is,  eshtar  becomes  eifUu^  the  h  and  its  predecessor  a  coales- 
cing into  u,  lliis  is  the  only'expontion  given  by  W.  and  O.  But 
G.  M.  and  B.,  strangely  agreeing  for  once  to  differ  from  the  rest, 
ascribe  this  understanding  of  the  meaning  of  the  rule  to  Mahi- 
sheya, and  report  Yararuci  as  holding  it  to  signify  that  the  A  of 
eshtahj  with  its  predecessor,  becomes  r.  This  last  version  of  the 
sandhi  seems  little  better  than  nonsense,  and  neither  of  the  MSS. 
gives  a  reading  to  correspond. 

The  commentator  declares,  finally,  that,  in  this  net-work  of  alter- 
native views,  the  first  rule  onlv  (viiLlS)  is  approved.  In  accord- 
ance herewith  is  the  reading  of  tne  edited  text  and  of  my  manu- 
script, €s?Ud  rdyah. 

Tne  most  interesting  circumstance  connected  with  this  waste  of 
half  a  dozen  rules  over  the  reading  of  a  single  word,  is  the  indi- 
cation afforded  of  the  anomalousness  of  the  combination  as  a  phe- 
nomenon belonging  to  the  Td.itti]:lyarSanhit&,  while  it  is  in  other 
Yedic  texts  a  natural  and  usual  thing. 

21.  sdnihctyasya  mata  eshtar  Ui  vUatjantyo  rephapara  ukd- 
tarn  4padyate\^  tcUa^  uvarnapara  okdram  (x.5)  ity  otvam, 
yaJthdf:  eshto  rdyah,  a$ya  ca  ndi  ^keshdm  (viiLl8)  ity  asya  * 
de^heddd  bhedah :  siddhoddharanarh  *  samdnam, 

^  B,  tAda  Hi  mdhiaheyoktam.  <  G.  M.  om.  *  W.  B.  G.  M.  om.  «  G.  M.  0.  ins. 
cd.    *  G.  M.  O.  ins.  tu, 

22.  tikhyaaya  mate  rephapara^  eshtar  Ui  visanyantyah  pHrvor 
varnena  aaho  ^kdram  dpadyate:  *iti  mdhisheyoktam*.  yathd*: 
eshtu*  rdyah.  *vdrarueoktam*  tv  eshtar  iti  visarjantyo  r^hor 
parah  pdrvena  saha  rtpham  dpadyata  itf.  yathff:  ^eshtd^* 
rdyah**'.  pHrvena  ioha  vartaia  iti  sapHrvdh. 

asmin  vikalpqfdM^  praJthamam  eshtap  ca  (viiLlS)  iti  mtram 
tve  ^shtank 

m 

»  G.  M.  om.;  0.  puts  after  iti,  (^W,  cm.;  0.  iti  *  G.  M.  om.  *  B.  -to;  G.  M. 
-fa.  (^  W.  O.  om.  •  B.  tMT-.  ^  G.  M.  om.  •  G.  IL  qbl  A  M.  ool.  ^^  B.  -trd. 
»  W.  -jdie. 
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28.  At  the  end  of  the  former  member  of  a  compound,  before 
i,  M,  or  j9,  tnsarjamya  becomes  sh — or  5,  if  preceaed  by  a. 

The  commentator  notes  the  fact  that,  as  a  different  following 
occasion  is  here  introduced,  the  implication  ^^  followed  by  a  vowel 
or  a  sonant  consonant,''  which  has  so  long  been  in  force  (namely, 
since  rule  8  of  this  chapter),  comes  to  an  end.  His  illustrative 
examples  are:  atho  havtshkrtdndm  eva  (vL4.33:  O.  omits  6va), 
grcuikifh  nUhJchidati  (vil.9^ :  O.  omits  the  first  word),  bahishpor 
vamdna  iwasadyah  (vL4.9^ :  O.  omits  the  last  word),  namaskd- 
rdir  evdi  *nani  (v.6.7* :  O.  omits  enam),  and  patha^pathah  pari- 
patim  (l1.14^  :  O.  omits  the  last  word).  As  counter-example, 
to  show  that  the  h  must  end  the  first  member  of  a  compound, 
not  an  independent  word,  we  have  puahpdvcUlh  praidvatth 
(iv.2.6  *),  and  namah pitrbhyo  ahhi  (iii2.8^ :  only  G.  M.  have  ahhi). 

This  IS  a  general  rule,  applying  to  almost  all  the  compounds  in 
the  Sanhit4  which  show  a  final  h  before  an  initial  /b,  khy  or  p  of 
the  second  member.  A  few  exceptions  are  mentioned  fiarther  on 
(roles  32,83). 

lFft>fi^HWHH5  II  ^^11 

24  Also  in  dvih^  nth,  idahj  gagvatah^-  apasahj  deva  rishah, 
aSihasahj  atidivah,  vigvatahj  (u^manah,  KnAjtamasah. 

This  nde,  the  commentator  remarks,  relates  to  words  which  are 
not  first  members  of  compounds.  His  examples  are:  for  dvih^ 
dvish  krnushva  (L2.14^).     For  mA,  ghrtam  nish  pibati  (ii3.11*j : 

23.  cUra  paranimiUavipeshandd^  etatparyarUd^  svaraghoshavat- 
pardnuvritif^  marUavyd.  avagrdhdnJiavart^  visarjanJiyah  kakdra- 
khakdrapakdraparah  ahakdram  dpadycOe :  akdrapdrva^  cet  sakd- 

ram.  ycUhd*:  atho ;  gras- ;  bahishr ;  namaa- ; 

pathas- avagraha  iti  kim:  push- :  namah ka- 

kdrap  ca  khakdrap  ca  pakdrap  ca  kakhapakdrdh :  te*  pare^  yas- 
mdd  asdu^  tathoktah,    akdrahpHrvo  yasmdd  asdv  akdrapdrvah, 

1  G.  M.  -ehdd.  '  W.  etdvatp-,  >  G.  M.  -para^dn-.  *  W.  -havcUara;  B.  -ha;  G. 
yL-havarti,    *G.  M.  om.    *  O.  etc    '*a,U,pard.    «  G.  If.  0.  Mk 

24.  ^ eahu^  visarfantyah  kaJehapakdraparo  *  yathdvihi- 

tarn*    bhqfate,    yathd*:    dvish ;    ghrtam ;    idas / 

pa^V' ;  apasas ;  uror ;  dwe  Hi  kim:  sa ;  an- 

hasas ;  ati ;  attHikim:  divah ;  vipv- ;  tvam 

;  ud 

anavagrahdrtho  'yam  drambhah, 

0)  G.  K.  dvirddUhu  vidffomdno,  *  G.  M.  ins.  hi  thakdram  akdrapiirvaf  eet  so- 
kdramUL    ^ Q, -thdaa^hh-.    «G.  M.  0.  om. 


198  W.  D.  Whitney,  [viiL  24- 

of  nish  before  /?,  I  find  besides  only  nish  padyeran  (yiLd.lO^) ; 
before  M,  nish  khidati  (ii.2.10^) ;  before  k,  the  cases  are  more 
numerous,  with  forms  of  krt  (a  ff.  v.6.7^),  and  kram  (vi.4.10^'3: 
doubtless ;  the  separation  of  the  diyisions  prevents  the  exhibition 
of  the  aandhi) ;  cases  of  nih  with  accented  forms  of  verbs  in  k  are 
yet  more  frequent,  but  come  under  the  preceding  role,  not  this  one. 
For  idah,  idas  pade  sam  idhyase  (iL6.11*  and  iv.4.4* :  O.  omits 
the  last  two  words) :  on  the  other  hand,  we  have  iddydh  pade  at 
vil.8^.  For  pa^atah^  f^^ataa  kar  haste  (iL2.12*)!  For  apa- 
sah,  apaaas  pdre  aaya  (iii2.11^:  O.  omits  asya).  For  deva  rir 
«AaA,  uror  d  no  deva  rishaspdhi  (L4.45' :  O.  omits  to  deva) ;  with 
sa  riahah  pdtu  naktam  (L  2. 1 4  ^ ;  5. 11  *  '^ )  as  counter-example,  to  show 
that  the  prescribed  effect  takes  place  only  after  deva.  For  afihc^ 
sah,  ahhasas  pdtu  vdyuh  (1112.4^:  only  O.  has  vdyvh):  another 
case  is  found  m  the  same  division,  a^haaaspdtam.  For  cUi  divah, 
ati  divas  pdhi  samdvavrtrcm  (L8.14'  :  6.  M.  O.  omit  after  pdhij ; 
with  divah  prshtJian  suvar  gatvd  mi^dh  (iv.6.6  * :  only  B.  has  the 
last  word ;  O.  omits  the  last  three)  as  counter-example,  to  show 
that  the  prescribed  effect  takes  place  only  after  aJti.  For  vi^vor 
tahy  vi^vatas  pari  havdmahe  (L6.12  * :  6.  M,  omit  the  last  word) : 
other  cases  occur  at  i6.38 :  iLl.ll «;  a.l4 »:  iiil.ll* :  iv.2.1»,8* ;  3.13» 
(in  the  various  repetitions  of  only  two  phrases,  always  before  pari) ; 
and,  as  first  member  of  a  compound,  hence  falling  under  the  pre- 
ceding rule,  at  iv.6.2^ :  an  exception  is  noted  in  a  later  rule 
(viii82).  For  apmamcA,  tvam  a^manaspari  (iv.1.2*).  For  tama- 
sahj  itavayarh  tamasas  pari  pa^antah  (iv.1.7*  and  v.1.8* :  only 
O.  has  the  last  word,  and  it  omits  the  first  two). 

ff^fqP^^^:  II  t^H  II 

25.  Also  before  krdhi,  pinva,  and  paihe. 

The  examples  are :  uru  naskrdhi  (ii6.ll*),  apaspinva  (iv.3.43), 
and  saprathd  namas  pathe  (iv.7.13^  :  6.  M.  omit  the  first  word). 
For  pinva  s,nd  pathe  I  find  no  further  examples ;  but  s  before  krdhi 
occurs  also  at  1.4.2  (where  the  edition  has  the  fialse  reading  A),  3 : 
iv.2.9* ;  5.102 .  v.7.63.* :  vL3.2a ;  4.6*. 

26.  But  not  when  s,  kr,  or  gh  follows. 

25 evamparo  visafjantyo  yathdvidhim^  hhqjate,    ya- 

tl^:  uru ;  apas ;  sapr- 

26.  sakraghe^  Hy  evampare  sati  krdhydddu*  visarfantyo  yathd- 

vihitam* nd^^padyate,  yathd*:  tdn .•  ^am ;  rephenakim: 

uta ;  urur 

1  W.  adds  iikfr«  M^    •O.-dii.    *G.M.H?u2Mm.    «  W.  B.  G.  IL  om. 
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By  its  terms,  the  rale  means  that  the  prescription  of  the  prece- 
ding rale  becomes  void  when  either  of  the  words  there  mentioned 
is  followed  as  here  specified ;  but  the  cases  of  its  application,  so 
far  as  I  am  aware,  all  concern  Jcrdhi.  The  commentator's  illustra- 
tions are:  tdn  ma  dmanasah  Jcrdhi  svdhd  (ii.3.9* :  only  W.  has 
the  first  two  words,  and  it  omits  the  last  one),  ^rh  ca  nah  Jcrdhi  : 
krcUve  daJcsJidya  (iild.ll^ :  O.  omits  the  last  word),  and  nru  JcsJuxr 
ydya  nah  Jcrdhi:  ghrtam  ghrtayone  (L3.4* :  G.  M,  O.  omit  the 
last  word) ;  and  to  the  second  of  these  there  is  a  counter-example, 
iKta  no  mayors  Jcrdhi  JcsJuzyadvtrdya  (iv.6.10*),  to  show  that  only 
kfy  not  Jc  alone,  gives  occasion  for  retention  of  the  A.  The  words 
dmanasah  Jcrdhi  svdhd  occur  again  at  ii.3.9^  :  I  find  no  other  cases 
to  be  specified  in  addition  to  those  quoted  by  the  commentator. 


tr^^^^rftqHcr^^  n  ^^  n 


27.  Also  before  patnt  ve,  pat%  pate^  pataye^  patih,  and 
paitm. 

The  examples  are:  first,  brahmanas  patnt  vedim  (iiL5.6M,  with 
a  counter-example,  to  show  that  the  word  paint  must  be  followed 
by  ve^retodhdh  patnt  va  Uy  dJha  ^vi5.8*  :  but  O.  reads  indriyd- 
vatah  patntvantam^  L4.27);  furtner,  ptibJias  patt  idam  aJiam 
(iii2.10* :  only  O.  has  oAam),  vdstosh  pate  prati  (iii4.10'),  pra 
cyavasva  bhuvas  pate  (L2.9  and  yi.1.11^),  vdcas  pataye  pavasva 
(1.4.2),  vdcas  patir  vdcam  (L7.7*],  and  vdcas  patirh  vifvaJcarmd- 
nam  iltaye  (iv.6.2*  :  G.  M.  O.  omit  the  last  word).  The  inquiry  is 
now  raised,  why  it  was  necessary  to  give  all  these  words  in  detail, 
instead  of  comprehending  them  all  in  pat^  and  in  reply  is  quoted 
thepassage  divarh  gacha  suvahpata  (iv.1.10*  and  v.  1.10*). 

The  cases  of  retention  of  s  before  the  cases  of  pati  are  so  nu- 
merous, that  it  would  be  highly  convenient  to  be  able  to  dispose  of 
them  at  once  by  quoting  in  the  rule  the  theme  p(iti;  but  such  a 
proceeding  is  permitted  (by  i.22)  only  with  themes  ending  in  a. 
1  add  the  other  combinations  of  this  class  which  I  have  noted  from 
the  Sanhitsl:  manasas  pati  (11.13^;  4.44®),  pathas  pati  (i.1.14*), 
braJhmanae  pati  (i6.6*  :iLl. 6 ^ ),  ^yo^wAo*  pati  (i.6.11' :  iv.4.4'), 
^vasaspati  (u.2.12''),  jayatrrs  pati  (iL4.5>),  sadasas  pati  (11.6.8^: 
m,2A^)j  ^inas  pati  (ii.6.11':  iv.4.4*),  nabJiasas  pati  (iii.3.83»«), 
and  yas  patih  (iv.7.14®).  We  have  the  genitive  pateh  in  brhas- 
pateh  (L7.8*),  but,  as  the  padartext  reads  brhah-patehy  the  word 
does  not  fall  under  this  rule:  tapaspati  (i.2.10* ;  p.  tapaJypatih) 

27 evamparo  visafjantyo  yathdvihitam^  bhqfate.    yor 

ihd^:  brahr ;  va  iti  Jcim:  reto- .*  pubhr ;  vdst- ; 

pra ;  vdc- ;  vdc- .*  vdc- pad  ity  etdvatdi  '«a 

siddhe    *pratipadapdfhena    Jcim*:    divam ityddinisJiedhdr- 

ihah\ 

>  B.  G.  M.  -vidhim.  «  G.  M.  0.  <Mn.  O  G.  M.  •4hah  kmofihah;  0.  -tha.  *  O. 
'dddun'. 
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belongs  in  the  same  category.     Of  the  words  quoted  by  the  com- 
mentator, bhuvaapati  occurs  again  at  LY.IO^,  and  vdcaspati  at  iL 


f^JH^HFTf^Jrqr^:  li  ^r:  \\ 


28.  Also  in  divah  and  saAasa/f,  before  pari  and  ptit 

The  cited  examples  are  divas  pari  prathamam  (Ld.l4^  and 
iv.2.2*),  divas  ptUrdya  sHrydya  (l2.9:  O.  omits  the  last  word), 
and  scJiasas  putro  adbhiUah  (iv.1.9^).  We  have  sahasas  putram 
also  at  iv.4.4^,  and  divas  pari  at  iiiS.d^  and  iy.2.10^ ;  one  case  of 
divah  pari  is  excepted  by  rule  34,  below.  As  counter-examples, 
are  given  diva^  prthivyah  pary  antarikshdt  (iii.1.10*  etaL:  W. 
6.  O.  omit  divah^  which  is  better,  as  this  is  used  just  below  to 
illustrate  another  point),  pantshanparushah  pari  (iv.2.9^),  and 
punsah  putrdh  tUa  vigvdyushan  rayim  (iv.6.9* :  6.  M.  O.  have 
only  the  first  two  words),  to  show  that  only  the  words  specified 
show  s  before  pari  and  ptU;  and  divah  prthivydh  pari  (uLl.lO* 
et  aL :  6.  M.  omit  pari^  which  is  better  this  time),  to  show  that 
those  words  show  it  only  in  the  circumstances  stated. 

Ihtt  is  declared  a  part  of  a  word,  involving  more  than  one  case. 

29.  Also  in  rdyah,  before  po. 

The  commentator^s  examples  are:  papavo  vdi  rdyas  posfioh 
(v. 4.6^),  sam  ohaK  rdyas  poshena  (L7.9*),  panUanutvdya  rdyds 
poshdya  (]ii2.5  > :  6.  M.  omit  the  first  word  and  add  brhate^  which 
makes  the  reference  belong  to  iv.1.10^),  and  rdyas  poshasya  dadi- 
tdrah  sydma  (iil2.di :  only  O.  has  the  last  word).  As  counter- 
examples, he  gives  vibhuh  pasha  tUa  tmand  (iiLl.ll^),  to  show 
that  the  rule  applies  to  no  other  word  than  rdyah  before  po^  and 
eshtd  rdyah  pre  ^she  bhagdya  (L2.11  M  O.  M.  omit  the  first  word), 

28.  divah:  sahcutxh:  ity  ayor^  visaryantyah  pariputparo^  yor 

thdvidhim*  bho^ate.  divas :  divas  pu- :  sahr anct- 

yor  iti  him:   divah. ;  par- ;  pufir ;   evampara  iti 

kim:  divah cmekdrthatvdf  pud  iti paddikadepah 

1  B.  anayoh;  G.  M.  etayoh.    *  G.  M.  pari: put :Uy  evamparo:  0.  do.  except 
Uy.    >  G.  IL  0. -vtftttom.    *  B.  Gt.  U.  0. -rthah. 

29.  rdya  ity  atra  visafjantyah  po  ity  evamparo  yathdvihitam^ 

bhajate.    yathd^:  papavo po  iti  paddikadepo  bahUpdddr 

ndrthah:  sam :  pant- ;  rdyas rdya  iti  kim:  vi- 
bhuh....: *po  ity  okdrena  kim*:  *eshtd 

1  G.  M.  -vidhim,    *  G.  M.  0.  om.    (^  G.  M.  okdrah  kimarthah.    «  B.  qdl  to  ya- 
ihd  Id  comment  to  next  rule. 
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to  show  that  only /k>,  notp  when  otherwise  followed,  calls  out  the 
prescribed  effect  in  rdyah, 

I  have  not  attempted  to  note  the  numerous  instances  of  the  oc- 
currence of  rdyas  poaJia  in  the  Sanhita.  In  the  derivative  rdyas- 
poshavani  (12.12^;  3.1 2)^  where  the  division  is  before  vani,  the 
padortext^  according  to  its  custom,  leaves  the  8  of  rdyas  unchanged 
(reading  rdyaapoahorvant). 

80.  Also  in  namah,  before  karo. 

The  examples  illustrating  the  action  of  the  rule  are  samvcUsare- 
na  namas  karomi  (v.S.Y^),  and  vhhaytbhyo  namaa  karoti  (iL6.9'  : 
O.  reads  karomi)  \  counter-examples,  showing  the  uselessness  of 
.  either  specification  of  the  rule  without  the  other,  are  namah  kor 

pardine  ca  (iv.6.6»,9* :  W.  omits  ca;  O.  omits  the  example)^  and 
ekahdyandd  enah  karoti  (vi6.3^). 

Other  instances  of  namaa  karoti  are  found  at  v.6.6  *,7^ :  vi,8.8* ; 
and  of -vcUsarena  namaa  karomi  at  v.6.7®  twice,  7*  twice. 

The  printed  text  has  ^yaaaa  karat  and  vaayaaas  karat  (but,  by 
a  Btranee  inconsistency,  immediately  after,  papumatah  karat)  at 
i8.6^ ;  but,  as  these  combinations  are  unauthorized  by  the  Prati9&- 
khya,  and  not  supported  by  my  manuscript,  I  do  not  doubt  that 
the  readings  are  erroneous. 

81.  Also  in  vaauhj  before  k. 

The  passage  is  aa  idh4no  vaauah  kavih  (iv.4.4&),  and  I  have 
found  no  other.  Counterexamples,  of  obvious  application,  are 
^ven:  viprah  pudh  kavih  (L8.14®;  6.6^),  mavi  vaatm  puro  vaauh 
(iii2,10*),  and  vi^jdvaauh  pary  amuahndt  (vi.l.6*,li* :  B.,  whicb 
is  quite  defective  just  along  here,  omits  the  first  word). 

30.  noma  ity  aJtra^  viaarfantyah  karo  Uy  evamparo  yathdvihi- 

tarn*  bhqjaiU.    yaJtMf:  aamv- ;  ubhay- *karo  iti  kim: 

namah :^  *namaitikim:  ekah- * 

1  a.  K.  0.  om.  <  G.  M.  vidhirh.  >  G.  M.  0.  om.;  B.  omits  to  here.  <^  0.  om. 
^  G.  K.  pat  before  tMiay';  B.  puts  after  ubJ^ay- ,  and  om.  karo  ite*. 

81.  ^vaaiir  ity  oJtra  viaarfaniyah   kakdraparo   yathdvihitam^ 

dpadyat^.   yaihdf*^:  aa vasur  iti  kim:  viprah :  evam- 

para  iti  kim:  mayi ;  vi^vdr 

0)B.oiiL    *  Q.  IL -vidhiim.    *G.  M.  0.  5^a<&    «G.  M.  O.om. 
YOU  IZ.  26 
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82.  Not  in  adhvaram  tngvatah,  antah,  jdtah,  viviquh  parak, 
and  jT^noA. 

These  words  constitute  exceptions  under  the  foregoing  rales. 
The  commentator  specifies  in  each  case  under  which  rule  the  ex- 
ception £alls.  The  first  example  is  yajfiam  adhvaram  vi^atah 
paribhUr  cud  (iv.1.11* :  O.  omits  the  first  word,  W.  R  the  lastV: 
an  exception  under  viiL24,  which  would  require  vi^atasj  W.  B. 
O.  remark  that  the  distinctive  addition  of  adhvaram  effects  the 
exception,  and  W.  O.  add  the  counter-example  indrarh  vo  vi^ataa 
pari  (L6.12^).  For  arUahj  the  example  is  mahddevam  antahpdr- 
^ena  (14.36 :  O.  omits  the  first  word) :  an  exception  under  rule 
23,  arUah  being  first  member  of  a  compound*  For  jdtahy  bhUtasya 
jdtah  patir  eka  (Udt  (iv.2.8^ :  O.  omits  the  first  word!^  and  alone 
adds  d^;  O.  M.  omit  ekah  also) :  an  exception  under  \riil27.  For 
vivi^uh  paruh,  yd  dvivi^uh  paruhparuh  (iv.2.6*) ;  with  the  counter- 
example parvshparwr  anughuihyd  vi^asta  (iv.6.9^ :  only  6.  M. 
have  the  last  word).  For  punah,  finally,  puncApunar  hy  asmdi 
(vLa.l^'^:  only  6.  M.  have  asmdt).  Both  these  last  are  excep- 
tions under  viii.2d. 

The  versions  of  the  comment  to  this  rule  are  more  than  usually 
discordant,  all  bein^  defective  except  W.  and  O.,  and  even  these 
having  suffered  considerable  disarrangement.  For  the  details,  see 
the  various  readings  below. 

88.  Nor  before  a  word  containing  dh  or  sh. 

^^  By  vicinage,"  says  the  commentator,  is  understood  a  negative, 
in  this  and  the  next  following  rule.  Tlie  meaning  of  the  rule  is 
that,  when  a  word  containing  either  of  the  letters  ah  or  sh  follows 
the  visatjantyay  the  latter  is  not  liable  to  conversion  into  s  or  ^A, 
as  required  by  the  foregoing  precepts.    The  examples  given  are 

32 eteshdm^  visarfantyo  yathdtfihitam*  na  b?ic0ate\  ya- 

thd*:  yajiiam ."  dvirnir^  (viii24)  Ui  prdptih:  ^adhvaravi- 

^handn  nivrttih*:    ''adhvaram  iti  him:    indr- :^    mahdr 

;  ^kaJchapakdra  (viii23)  iti  prdptih:  bhUt- ;  patnir 

vepatf  (\m.21)  iti'""  prdpHh*:  ''yd ";  vivi^fur^*  Hi  kim:  pa- 
rush- ;  punahr .*  kakhapakdraparah^*   (viiL23)   Oy 

anayoh  prdptih. 

1  a.  K.  t^  efef^  <  a.  U.  -vidkifh.  >  G.  M.  O.  dpadyaU.  «  G.  K.  0.  om. 
»  G.  M.  add  idah.  ^  G.  M.  om.  (^  B.  G.  M.  om.;  W.  0.  put  next  before  ffMfwr 
\H  km.  ^  B.  om.  •  0.  cm.  paH;  G.  K.  p<Mhp€Uim.  »»  0.  ity  ddmd.  Oi)  W. 
B.  O.  put  after  malid- "  G.  M.  -foA  parur.    >*  G.  M.  0.  om.  parah. 

33.  sdmnidhydd  atra  ^  paratra  ca  *  nafiartho  labhyate,  dha^ 
ca  shaf^^  ca  dhcahdu:  tdv  asmint  sita  iti  dhashavat:  tasmin  dha- 
shavaJti^  pade  parabhUte  sati  ^pHrvo  visatjanfyo*  yathdvihUam' 
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bahihparidhi  skanddt  (iL6.6'  and  yi.2.8^ :  the  same  divisions  con- 
tain each  a  second  example  of  the  compound),  puruahahpuruaho 
nidhancan  (yL6.d'  :  the  same  division  contains  a  second  example 
of  the  compomid),  and  tibhctycUakkshnUr  bhavcUi  (v.  1.1^).  I 
have  noted  oesides  only  parushahparushah  pari  (iv.2.0').  That 
the  word  containing  dh  or  sh  most  follow  the  viaarjanlya^  not  be 
the  one  that  itself  ends  in  that  letter,  is  shown  by  the  counter- 
examples adhaspadam  krmUe  (iv.7.133),  and  rtasya  jyotishas 
paUm  (l5.11^). 

84,  Not  before  pari  vd  or  pro. 

The  examples  are  rocand  divah  pari  vdjeshu  (iv.2.11  * :  only  G. 
M.  have  the  first  word) — ^with  the  counter-example  divas  pari  pror 
thamam  (i3.14*  and  iv.2.2*),  to  show  the  need  of  citing  vd  after 
,pari — and  tasmdd  itaJkpraddnam  devdh  (iii.2.97 :  O.  omits  devdh). 
Of  these,  the  first  is  an  exception  under  viiL28 ;  the  other,  under 
yi]L2d.  There  is  yet  another  passage,  bahihprdno  vdi  manuahyah 
(vil.l*),  which  needs  to  be  brought  under  the  rule;  and  the  com- 
mentator accordingly  declares  that  the  quotation  of  pra  in  this 
role  with  short  a  is  intended  to  connote  prd  also— just  as,  in  a  rule 
of  the  next  chapter  (ix.24),  athd  connotes  atha  also,  by  a  converse 
principle.  This,  however,  suggests  a  difficulty :  why  then  is  not 
rule  vii7,  prescribing  for  prd  an  effect  whicn  had  already  been 

nd    ^^padycUe.    yathd*:    bahihr ;    purur ;    ubhay- ; 

kak  hap  a  kdr  a*  {ym,2S)  itiprdptih,  parabhUta  iti  kim:  adhaa- 
'  rtasya *• 


>  G.  M.  int.  ca.  '  G.  M.  0.  ins.  «t2(re.  *  G.  M.  0.  dhakdrof.  <  G.  M.  0.  ehakd- 
rof.  »  B.  G.  M.  0.  cm.  <•)  0.  om. ;  G.  M.  pitrvav^,  '  G.  M.  -vidhirh.  »  B.  G.  M. 
O.  OOL    *  B.  -ra^p&ra,    ^^  W.  adds  tasminn  Hi  nidisJUe  purvasya.  parivd^avar^ih. 

34.  pari  vd:  pra:  '  evamparo  visarjantyo  yathdvihitarh*  nd 

^^padyaie,    roeand :  ve  Hi  kim:  divas ;  tasmdd 

pre  Hi  hnuvagrahanam  dirghasyd  ^py  upalakshanam :  *  yatJho 
^dathdpara^  ca  (ix.24)  iti  dirghagrahanam  hraavasyo  ^palor 
kshandrtham*.  tarhi  prdpHrvap  ca  (vii.7)  iti  sUtram  vyar- 
thatn  :  prapabdasyd  *  ^nuvrttasydi  'va  dirghopalaJcsfiakatvd^:  iti 
eet:  ueyaie:  pratyakshagrkUasydi  ^vo  ^palakshakatvam'  nd^nu- 
krshtasye  Hi  viffieyam:  Hathdhi:  vdhanauhyamdnah  (vii.6) 
iiy  aira*  cakdrena  prapabdas  tatrd  ^nukrahtah:  atra  tu*  parivd- 
prapara*  Oy  '^  upalakshakatvam}^  bhavati,  tathd  sati  ^dam 
apy  uddharanam :  bahihr 

>  G.  M.  ins.  %  *  G.  M.  -vidhim.  '  B.  ins.  (^  here,  as  well  as  below,  in  its 
place.  *  O.  M.  0.  -9am;  B.  hrcuvop-.  ^  G.  M.  ins.  eva.  *  G.  M.  -kahMfatvdd;  0. 
rfirtFAfijjmftflffliytTjT  *>  G.  M.  -(vdl  *  G.  M.  om.  *  G.  M.  vA-.  ^^  G.  U.  in&  pro- 
para  iUpnigaU£agrahUai»dd;  O.  in&  pratyaJuhagrhitaMfdtL    "  G.  M.  'kahanam. 
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prescribed  for jt?ra,  a  superfluity?  Because,  is  the  reply,  such  con- 
notation is  only  proper  in  the  case  of  a  word  directly  cited,  not  of 
one  that  is  brought  forward  by  implication  merely :  and  in  rule 
viL6  the  pra  was  thus  brought  forward  [firom  rule  4],  in  virtue  of 
the  ca, '  and,'  contained  in  the  rule :  whereas  )iere  the  pra  is  ex- 
pressly mentioned.  This  seems  a  iase  of  rather  questionable 
interpretation. 

35.  Not  so  with  nih. 

That  is,  as  the  commentator  explains  it,  the  exception  establish- 
ed by  the  preceding  rule  does  not  hold  good  in  the  case  of  ntA, 
which  is  treated  as  prescribed  in  rule  24,  even  before  pra.  The 
cases  instanced  in  illustration  of  the  rule  are  both  of  a  doubtful 
character :  the  (fne  is  a  ^'o^reading,  prdflcdu  nir  nUh  prdflpdu 
prdncdu  nth  (vi.4.10*),  the  other  an  extract  from  the  ending  of  the 
same  anuvdka  (vi4.10),  dtmandpard  nish  pra  ffiikrapocishd^  these 
words  being  those  which  end  respectively  the  first  four  divisions  of 
the  anuvdka.  We  shall  find  other  quotations  of  the  endings  later ; 
and  their  appearance  is  at  least  decisive  of  the  recognition  by  the 
commentatator  of  the  breaking  up  of  the  anuvdkas  into  divisions  of 
fifty  words  each,  whatever  we  may  have  to  believe  respecting  its 
recognition  by  the  Prati9akhya.  We  are  not,  however,  to  take  for 
granted  that  even  the  commentator  accepted  the  division  as  now 
made  in  our  manuscripts,  involving  a  suspension  of  continuity  of 
the  samhitdrtext  after  each  fiftieth  word :  there  was  probably  at 
first  a  mere  enumeration  made,  with  an  expression  of  its  results  at 
the  end  of  the  anuvdka.  The  endings,  as  may  be  seen  in  the  Cal- 
cutta edition,  are  carefully  accented,  and  written  according  to  the 
rules  of  combination  as  laid  down  by  the  Prati9akhya.  The  same 
rules  are  followed  in  the  jafd-text;  and  hence,  as  (by  rule  viL2, 
above)  nth  converts  the  following  initial  n  into  n  in  samhitd^  so 
does  it  also  in  the  repetitions  oi  the  jatd  (nir  niah).  As  a  yet 
farther  consequence,  it  has  the  same  effect  in  the  rules  of  the  Fra- 
ti9akhya,  and  I  have  therefore  accepted  the  reading  7ia  instead  of 
na  in  the  repetition  of  the  present  rule,  although  it  is  supported 
only  by  T.  and  W. 

35.  nir  ity  atra  visatjantyasya^  praparatve*  'pi  shatvanishedho 
na  bhavati:  shatvam  eva  bhavcUt  Hy  arthaJk,   prdfl- :  dtm- 


iti  tribhdshyaratneprdti^dkhyavivarane ' 
ashtamo  'dhydyah, 
*  0.  -niyoh.    *  0.  prapare,    '  0.  ins.  praHhamaprofne, 
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CHAPTER    IX. 

GoKTSNTS:  1-6,  treatment  of  final*  A  before  initial  surd  letters;  7-10,  treatment 
of  final  dk  and  6h;  11-15,  of  final  diphthongs  before  initial  vowels;  16-17,  of 
the  particle  u;  18-19,  duplication  of  final  n  andn;  20-24,  conversion  of  final 
dn,  tn,  i2n,  to  di^  inr^  ^hr. 

1.  Visarjaniya^  when  followed  by  a  spirant  wluch  has  a  surd 
letter  after  it,  is  dropped,  according  to  ]^]?damajana. 

The  commentator,  after  a  brief  paraphrase  of  the  rule,  gives  a 
conple  of  examples  to  illustiate  its  working :  namely,  catiustandm 
karoti  (v.  1.6* ;  p.  catyA-standm)^  and  vdyava  stho  ^pdyava  atha 
(il.l).  The  mention  of  Kandamslyana  is  declared  to  be  made  on 
account  of  a  difference  of  views :  others,  namely,  hold  that  h  is 
dropped  before  a  snirant  that  is  followed  by  a  sonant  letter  as  well, 
as  adbhya  svdhd  (Ls.lS^),  ye  gu/dd  syus  tarn  (ilS.l^ ;  "\^.  g.  omit 
tam\  yo  hatamand  avayampdpah  (iL2.8® :  O.  omits  yo;  G.  M. 
omit  pdpah),  and  ddnakdmd  me prajd  9yuh  (ii2.83 ;  3.4 * :  O.  omits 
the  first  word ;  6.  M.,  the  first  two).  I  am  not  sure  that  I  under- 
stand the  consideration  farther  alleged,  in  view  of  which  it  is  de- 
cided that  "  the  rule  is  all  right ;"  it  appears  to  be  that,  reference 
having  thus  been  made  to  a  discordance  of  views,  those  words  will 
be  hereafter  specified  in  which  there  is  omission  made  under  any 
other  prescription — but  what  this  refers  to,  I  am  unable  to  see. 

Every  MS.  that  I  have  reads  'ghoshaparo  as  second  word  in  the 
rule :  but  the  comment  so  plainly  implies  the  reading  -pare^  and 
the  sense  so  obviously  requires  it,  that  I  have  ventured  its 
adoption. 

Although  the  prescription  here  given  is  put  upon  the  authority 
of  an  individual,  it  is  pretty  evidently  to  be  regarded  as  definitely 

1.  iishinaparo   visarjaniyah    kdndamdyanasya    mate    lupyate 

tasminn  Ushmany  aghoshavatpare^  aati.  yaJthd :  catu- ;  vdy- 

kdndamdyanagrahanarh^  vikalpdrtham, :  anyeahdm  mate 

ghoshavatpare  *py  Ushmani  viaatjamyo  lupyate:  yathd:  adbhya 

;  ye ;  yo :   ddna- evarh  ca  vikalpdgrayane^ 

sati  lakshandrUaragatam*  yeshu  padeshu  lupyate  tdni  paddni 
vakshydma*  iti  vacanam  sarcUam  bhavati. 

Ushmd  paro  yasmdd  ^asdv  iXahmaparah*:  na  ghoshavdn  agho- 
%hdh :  asdu'  paro  yasmdt  ^sa  tathoktah*:  taaminn  aghosfiapare. 

*  G.  M.  0.  om.  vai.  '  G.  M.  -^anasya  gr-,  ■  W.  -fravane;  0.  'frayagrahane ; 
a.  M.  "Ipdntare.  *  W.  0.  -ndtara-,  *  G.  M.  0.  prav-.  (^G.  M.  «u  kUho  'kt'ah. 
^  G.  M.  om.    <^  G.  M.  om. 
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adopted  and  taught  by  the  Pr4ti9akhya,  and  is  osaally  (not  with- 
out occasional  exceptions)  conformed  to  by  the  edition  of  the  San- 
hita,  and  by  my  manuscnpts  both  of  that  and  of  the  Prati9&khya 
and  its  commentary.  I  have,  therefore,  treated  it  as  peremptory, 
and  have  everywhere  governed  by  it  the  readings  I  have  accept- 
ed. The  same  omission  is  prescribed  by  the  "Rul  and  Yijasaneyi 
Pr£lti9akhyas,  but  not  by  the  Atharvan  (see  Ath.  Pr.  iL40,  note). 

2.  Followed  by  a  surd  letter,  it  becomes  the  spirant  of  like 
position  with  that  letter. 

The  comimentator's  examples  are:  yax  hdmayeta  (iLl.2B  et  aL ; 
O.  reads  -yate)\  agnig  ca  me  (iv.7.6* :  O.  omits  this  and  the  next 
example),  uldkap  papah  (v.6.18),  ctgnis  te  t^txh  (i.1.10*  and  viL5.17 : 
O.  leaves  out  te)y  and  yag>pdpmand  grhUah  (ii.l,3*,4* :  W,  leaves 
off  the  first  word ;  G.  M.  O,  omit  the  last). 

The  requirements  of  this  rule  are  by  no  means  complied  with  by 
the  manuscripts,  nor  have  I  followed  them  in  the  present  work. 
In  the  first  place,  no  manuscript  that  I  possess,  or  have  ever  seen, 
attempts  to  represent  any  such  sounds  as  ihejihvdm'dliya  and  upch 
dhmdntya  (see  l9),  or  x  and  <p/^for  these,  visariantya  is  universal- 
ly substituted,  as  if  the  sect  of  Agnive9ya  and  V&lmiki  (see  rule  4, 
below)  had  supplanted  all  its  rivals ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  the 
agreement  to  leave  visaijantya  unchanged  before  a  sibilant  (accord- 
ing to  the  view  of  the  authorities  referred  to  below,  in  rule  6)  is 
nearly  as  general  In  my  MS.  of  the  Sanhitsl,  I  have  noted  about 
thirty  cases  of  conversion  to  a  sibilant,  in  place  of  unchanged  reten- 
tion, and  they  are  nearly  all  in  a  single  limited  neicrhborhood 
(in  iv.5),  where  a  different  scribe  has  developed  his  originality  a 
little.  As  is  hinted  above,  in  the  introduction,  however,  G.  and 
M.  make  with  great  regularity  the  assimilation  of  h  to  the  follow- 
ing sibilant ;  O.  does  it  not  infrequently ;  the  others,  almost  never. 

I  have  put  together,  in  the  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  ii40,  a  statement  of 
the  variously  conflicting  vievs  respecting  the  treatment  of  h  be- 
fore the  different  classes  of  surd  letters  held  by  the  different  Pr&- 
ti9akhyas,  or  referred  to  in  their  rules ;  and  it  is  unnecessary  to 
repeat  it  here.  The  sole  point  upon  which  all  authorities  agree  is 
the  conversion  into  p  and  %  before  palatal  and  dental  mutes  re- 
spectively— and  this  is  also  the  only  point  left  unquestioned  by  the 
rules  which  follow  here  in  our  treatise. 

!7  ^TT^J  II  ^  II 

2.  aghoshaparo  visarjantycu  tasyd  ^ghoshasya  sasthdnam  Ush- 
mdnam  bhc0ate,    yax ."  ^agnip .•  uht- ;*  agnis .• 

y«<P 

(>)  0.  om. 
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8.  But  not  when  followed  by  ksh. 

That  is  to  Bay,  visarjaniya  remams  unchanged  before  ksh^  the 
preceding  rule  wr  its  conversion  to  jihvdmijiUya  being  annulled. 
There  is  nothing  correspondinjg  to  the  asage  here  prescribed  in 
either  of  the  other  treatises,  "nie  commentator  quotes  a  number 
of  exam^es:  manah  ksheme  (y.2.1^),  ubhaycUa/ikshniir  hhavati 
(v.  1,1*  :  w.  B.  omit  bhavcUi:  the  visarjaniya  was  exempted  from 
conversion  into  a  before  the  k  by  viiLSd),  ghandghanah  kshohhor 
noA  (iv.6.4*),  pHrvo  'rshfuh  kshtyate  (iiLl.7*),  and  dyduh  kahdmd 
irerihat  (iv.2.12 :  O.  omits  the  last  word). 


rh^dii\^ (Jil liil^i^Mc) IrHichn :  n g  n 


4.  Nor,  according  to  Agnive9ya  and  Vahniki,  when  followed 
by  a  guttural  or  a  labial  mute. 

The  two  authorities  here  specified  (the  commentator  calls  them 
^holders  of  a  pdkhdy  teachers^),  it  appears,  reject  altogether  the 
Jihvdmijlltya  and  upadhmdntya^  since  they  prescribe  the  retention 
of  visarfantya  in  the  only  situations  where  those  problematical 
sounds  are  liable  to  arise.  The  commentator  quotes  a  couple  of 
illuBtrative  passages:  yah  kdmayeta  (iLl.2'  et  aL),  and  agnih 
po^nir  d^  (t.7.26:  O.  has  dropped  out  what  follows  (zgnih). 
Then,  to  show  that  on  other  points  these  heterodox  persons  accept 
our  rule  2,  he  cites  madhup  ea  mddhavap  ca  (i.4.14  and  iv.4.11  >  j, 
mamas  taivdya  (iv.1.1*:  but  B.  substitutes  namaa  talpydya^ 
iv.5.9*),  d^p  pl^dnah  (iv.6.4*),  yaa  aomarh  vai]iiti  (iL8.2*). 


^3?^VT^   ^^*^l HN I JlUII^  II M, II 


5.  According  to  some  authorities,  not  when  followed  by  a 
spirant,  and  only  then. 

I  believe  there  can  be  no  real  doubt  as  to  the  meaning  of  this 
rule,  although  it  is  not  very  explicitly  interpreted  by  the  commen- 

3.  kahaparo  visatjantyah  pHrvavidhim    na  hhqjate,    yathd^: 

manr ;  ubhay- .•  ghand- ;  piXrv- ;  dyduh 

kshakdrasyd  ^ghoshavattvdt  prdptih. 

>  G.  M.  O.  om. 

4.  ^cakdro  nishedham  dkarahatu    dgnive^avdlmtkyoh^  ^dkhi- 
nor  dcd/ryayoi^  mate  *kavargaparah  pavargaparo  vdf  pttrvavi- 

dhifh  *nd  *^padyaie\    yah ;  agnih  * kakdra^  ca  pakd- 

ra^  ca  kapdu:  tayor  vargdu*  kapavargdu:  tdttpardu  ya^mdt  sa 

tathoktah.  evampara  iti  kim:  madhup .*  manas ;  d^u^ 

':  yas 

<*)  G.  IL  om. ;  0.  oofdbdo  nafidkarsTuikah :  dgn-.    *  O.  om.    <^  0.  Aupavofyaparo 
viaoffjcuM/yah,    (^  O.  na  Ihaijaie,    ^  0.  kavargag  capava^gat  ea. 
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tator,  and  although  6.  M.  O.  omit  the  negative  in  the  interpreta- 
tion (I  presume,  by^a  copyist's  blunder  only).  Some  anthorities, 
who  do  not,  like  Agnive9ya  and  V&lmiki,  refuse  to  accept  the  ji- 
hvdmtXltya  and  upadhmdniya,  nevertheless  deiiy  the  doctrine  of 
rule  2  to  this  extent — that  they  prescribe  the  retention  of  visarfa- 
ntya,  not  its  assimilation,  before  a  sibilant  Thus,  they  would 
write  dffuh  pipdnah  (iv.6.4i).  6.  M.,  as  is  their  constant  custom, 
write  here  dpup;  and  so  does  O.,  as  is  its  common,  though  far  from 
invariable,  usage :  but  this  means  nothing ;  for  we  have  no  good 
reason  to  expect  the  manuscripts  of  the  commentary  to  comorm 
themselves  in  any  such  case  to  a  reading  which  will  truly  illus- 
trate the  matter  in  hand;  they  simply  make  the  sandhi  in  the 
manner  usual  with  them :  for  example,  under  rule  2,  no  MS.  at- 
tempts to  indicate  the  /  and  %  and  W.  B.  give  the  A  instead  of 
the  sibilant  before  the  sibilant. 

K  we  reject  this  interpretation,  our  sole  alternative  is,  so  far  as 
I  can  see,  to  hold  that  some  authorities  would  accept  rule  2  only 
so  far  as  it  relates  to  h  before  a  sibilant,  but  would  retain  h  every- 
where else,  even  reading  (wnih  te  U^ah,  aanih  ca  me.  This  seems 
altogether  inadmissible.  Yet  we  must  acknowledge  that  it  is  to 
some  extent  favored  by  the  commentator's  selection  of  counter^ 
examples,  nai&ely  manas  tatvdya  (iv.1.1^:  but  B.  substitutes 
again  nama$  talpydya,  iv.S.O^),  and  yah  hdmayeta  (iil.2®  et  aL). 
According  to  our  preferred  interpretation,  there  would  be  no  par- 
ticular reason  for  quoting  the  former  of  these,  since  the  combma- 
tion  it  illustrates  has  been  made  a  question  by  no  one :  according 
to  the  other,  it  would  be  required  (in  the  form  manah  tatvdya),  to 
show  what  these  dissidents  neld  should  be  done  in  such  a  case. 

!7  MIRiMMIMUImI:  ii  \ ii 

6.  Not  according  to  Plfikshi  and  Plfikshfiya^a. 

The  natural  interpretation  of  this  rule  would  seem  to  be,  that 
Plikshi  and  Plakshayana  are  not  of  the  number  of  those  who  hold 
the  objectionable  doctrine  of  the  last  rule,  or  of  the  last  two  rules. 
If,  however,  I  rightly  apprehend  the  commentator,  he  declares  it 

5.  ekeshdm  dcdrydndm  mata  Hahmapara  eva  visatjantyah  pdr- 

vavidhimna^  bhc^cUe.    yathd^:  dpuh evakdrena  kim :  ma- 

nas :  ^yax ' 

1  a.  M.  0.  om.    *  G.  M.  0.  om.    (^  G.  M.  om. 

6.  hapavargapara^  Hahmaparap  ca  viaarjantyah  pldkahipld- 
kshdyanayoh  ^khinoh*  pakshe  na  khalu  pilrvavidhim  bJuyate, 
yah ;  yah ;  dpt^p evampara  iti  kim :  manas 

^kapavargddi  sUtrcUrayam  anishtam.^ 

>  0.  kavairgaparak  pamrgaparaf  ca,  '  G.  M.  om.  O  G.  M.  prefix  evarh^  and 
put  the  whole  at  the  end  of  &e  oommeDt  on  the  preoeding  role ;  they  alao  omit 
role  6. 
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to  mean  ''  in  the  opinion  of  these  two  authorities,  it  does  not — ^that 
is,  A  does  not  follow  the  prescription  of  rule  2  either  before  a  gut- 
tural or  palatal  mute  or  before  a  spirant"  This  is  equivalent  to 
a  ratification  of  rule  4,  and  a  ratification  or  rejection  of  rule  5,  ac- 
cording as  we  adopt  the  one  or  the  other  of  the  two  interpretations 
proposed  for  the  latter ;  and  it  is,  in  my  view,  quite  unsuited  to  the 
connection.  The  discordant  explanations  of  some  of  the  other 
views  of  designated  authorities  given  in  the  rules  of  the  treatise 
show  us  that  the  commentators  had  not  in  all  cases,  at  least,  any- 
certain  knowledge  by  tradition  of  the  matters  referred  to,  but 
simply  interpreted  as  well  as  they  were  able  the  notices  of  their 
text-book — and  we  have  the  same  right  as  they  in  this  respect. 
If  the  particular  point  here  under  discussion  were  of  more  practical 
consequence,  I  should  be  inclined  to  go  into  a  fuller  discussion  of 
it ;  as  the  case  stands,  it  has  perhaps  cost  us  already  more  words 
than  it  is  worth. 

The  commentator  illustrates  by  repeating  several  of  the  quota- 
tions already  given — namely  yah  kdmayeta  (ii.1.2'  et  aL),  yah 
pdpmand  (ii.1.3*  et  aL),  d^uh  pi^dnah  (iv.6.4*):  these  as  direct 
examples ;  as  counterexample,  according  to  W.  O.,  manas  tatvdya 

iiv.1.1*),  for  which  B.  once  more  substitutes  namaa  talpydya 
iv.6.0*),  while  G.  M.  read  a^ni^  ca  me  (iv.7.6*)— the  readings  of 
which,  as  regards  the  visafjamya^  each  manuscript  gives  in  its 
usual  fashion  (except  that  W.  has  this  time  d^uhp  pi^dnah,  by  a 
blundering  divergence  in  the  wrong  direction),  so  that  we  are  de- 
prived of  any  farther  aid  from  that  quarter  to  the  understanding 
of  the  rule. 

Finally,  rules  4-6  are  declared  not  approved. 

7.  Ahj  the  whole  of  it,  when  followed  by  a,  becomes  o. 

The  commentator^s  cited  examples  s^vepreddho  agne  (iv.6.5^  and 
v.4.7*),  samiddho  ahjan  (v.l.llM,  and  so  *bravit  (ii.1.2*  et  aL). 
He  then  enters  into  a  long  exposition  intended  to  prove  the  neces- 
rity  of  the  specification  sarvah,  'the  whole  of  it,'  in  the  rule. 
Without  it,  we  are  told,  the  reading  samiddho  af^jan  (in  the  sec- 
ond example  given)  would  not  be  established :  for,  by  L66,  altera- 
tion and  omission  concern  only  a  single  letter ;  hence,  if  sarvah 
were  omitted,  only  the  final  visatjaniya  would  be  converted  to  o/ 
this,  with  the  preceding  a,  would  become  du  by  x.7 ;  the  du  would 

7.  ahsarvo  visarfantya^  otvam^  bhqjate  *kd/raparah*:  ahaarva 

Uy  aJedrena  sake*  ^ty  arthaJu   pre- ;  sam- ;  so ah- 

sarva  iti  him:  samiddho  anjann  iti  na  sidhyet*:  kim  tu  var- 
nasya  vikdralopdv  (l56)  iti  visafjantyamdtrasya  sydd 
otvam:  lata  okdrdukdraparah  (x.7)  ity  dukdre  krta  dukdra 
dvam  (ix.15)  ity  dvddepah:  tathd  sati*  samiddhdv  aHjann  iti 
sydt.    ^yad  v^f:  •  svaraparo  yakdram  (ix.lO)  iti  yatvam  * 

VOL.  IX.  27 
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be  converted  into  dv  by  ix.l6,  and  the  final  reading  would  be  samr 
iddhdv  afijan.  Or,  again  [supposing  the  present  rule  not  to  be 
given],  the  visarjantya  would  become  y  by  ix.10,  the  y  would  be 
dropped  by  x.19,  the  preceding  a  would  be  exempted  from  further 
combination  by  x.26,  and  the  «amAt^reading  would  turn  out 
samiddha  a^jcm. 

The  Ath.  rt,  (il63)  avoids  the  same  diflSculty  by  prescribing  the 
conversion  of  the  h  into  w,  which  then  combines  with  the  preced- 
ing a  into  o.  The  other  treatises  (Rik  Pr.  iLl2;  V&j.  Pr.  iv.42) 
treat  the  combination  in  the  same  manner  as  our  own.  What  be- 
comes of  the  following  a  is  taught  in  the  eleventh  and  twelfth 
chapters. 

^sfofrq^  H  t:  II 

8.  Also  when  followed  by  a  sonant  consonant 

Only  one  example  of  this  combination  is  cited,  namely  md  no 
mitro  varunah  (iv.6.8  * :  G.  M.  O.  omit  the  last  word). 

.The  commentator  raises  against  this  rule  the  objection  that,  as 
prescribing  the  same  thing  with  the  one  preceding,  it  should  not 
nave  been  made  a  separate  rule  at  all ;  and,  in  reply,  be  promises 
that  the  exposition  of  the  meaning  of  tu  in  the  next  rule  shall 
explain  the  reason  of  the  proceeding. 


ggfornfcf^  gni^ii^ii 


9.  But  visarjantya^  when  preceded  by  an  a- vowel,  is  omitted. 

In  these  rules,  from  7  to  10  inclusive,  the  anuvrtti^  or  continu- 
ance of  implication,  is  intricate  and  irregular  in  an  unusual  degree, 
and  even  beyond  the  measure  of  what  ought  to  be  tolerated.  The 
implication  of  visarjantya  being  made  all  the  way  from  viiLS  to 

bhavati:  tasminp  ca  lupyete  tv  avarnapHrvdu  yavakdrdv 

(x.lO)  itiyakdre^^  luptepara^  caparap  ca  (x.26)  iti  "  kdrydnta- 

rdprasiddheh}^  samiddha^*  afijann  ity  sydt:  tan  md  bhUd  ity^* 

^^evam  arthah^\'  ahsarva^*  ity  uktam. 

1  G.  M.  om.,  and  ins.  apy.  '  G.  M.  okdram.  '  G.  M.  put  at  the  beginning. 
*  G.  M.  aahito  viaarjaniya.  »  0.  ndhyaH,  «  B.  G.  M.  om.  <^  G.  M.  kirk  ca;  0. 
kirk  tu.  8  G.  M.  0.  ins.  atha,  •  G.  M.  0.  ins.  vd,  ^^  G.  M.  0.  ora.  "  0.  ins. 
siktrena.  ^^  G.  M.  -praaahte;  0.  -prasaktih  tathd  smH.  >*  W.  -ddho;  B.  -ddhdu. 
"  G.  M.  om.    (>'>  G.  M.  0.  om. ;  B.  om.  evam.    "  B.  om.  ah. 

8.  cakdra^  okdram  ahsarvam  cd  ^nvddipati,    ah*  sarvo  ghoahor 

^aJtparcf  otvam  hhqja^e.    yathd*:  md nanu  vidhdu  samdne 

prthakkaranam*  anarthaJcam  iti  cet :  uttarasiXtre  tu^bdavydkhyd- 

nena*  aphutSkarishyatd'  iti  parihdrah. 

»  G.  M.  put  next  before  aiwddifoU,  '  0.  om.  '  G.  M.  0.  -raf  ca.  *  G.  M.  0. 
om.    >  G.  IL  'kgAtrah-.    *  G.  M.  -khydne.    ^  W.  0.  -ahya. 
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ix.10  (as  pointed  out  in  the  comment  to  yiii.5),  rale  7  of  this 
chapter  onght  to  teach  that  "  visarjantyay  when  preceded  by  a, 
becomes  o  along  with  the  latter,  when  p,  follows:"  instead  of 
which  a  new  subject,  "the  whole  syllable  oA,"  is  introduced 
there;  and  visafjamya,  being  thus  replaced  by  something  else 
in  rules  7  and  8,  ought  to  drop  out  of  view  altogether,  or,  if 
needed  further,  to  be  distinctly  *  specified  over  again.  But  we 
find  it  implied  without  specification  in  the  present  rule;  and, 
farther,  the  being  followed  by  a  sonant  consonant  is  brought 
down  "  by  vicinage "  from  rule  8,  while  the  tu^  *  but,'  the  com- 
mentator says,  merely  annuls  the  being  followed  by  cr,  as  spe- 
cified in  rule  7.  This  is  little  less  than  absurd :  if  the  sequence 
of  a  was  to  be  annulled  at  all,  it  should  have  been  so  in  nde  8 — 
or,  rather,  it  was  annulled  by  rule  8,  and  needs  to  be  made  no 
further  account  o£  The  tu  is  here,  as  often  elsewhere,  a  simple 
sign  of  a  change  of  subject,  and  the  commentator's  attempt  to  give 
\  it  a  precise  significance  is — also,  as  often  elsewhere — a  failure. 

Our  rule  means,  by  its  terms,  that  oA,  dA,  and  dsh  lose  their  h  be- 
^  fore  a  sonant  consonant ;  only,  as  ah  was  already  specially  pro- 

I  vided  for  by  rule  8,  it  virtually  applies  only  to  dh  and  dsh.    The 

I  statement  is  thus  made  more  Q:eneral  than  is  needed  for  the  case  in 

hand,  because  the  whole  implication  of  "  preceded  by  an  o-vow- 
eP'  is  needed  for  rule  10,  wnich  is  to  teach  that  oA,  dh^  and  dsh 
before  a  vowel — here,  again,  with  the  exception  of  ah  before  a, 
already  provided  for — convert  their  h  into  y,  preliminary  to  drop- 
{  ping  it  altogether,  by  x.l9.     But  rule  10  presents  a  more  anoma- 

lous combination  of  two  heterogeneous  mattters  into  one  precept 
than  is  easily  to  be  paralleled  elsewhere  in  the  Prati9akhya.  It  is 
really  made  up  of  two  independent  parts :  one,  atha  svarapar<xhy 
*  Now  then,  wnen  followed  by  a  vowel,'  which  is  an  introductory 
heading  having  force  through  this  chapter  and  the  next ;  the  other, 
visarfantyo  yakdram^  'A  becomes  y/'  and  their  combination  is 
made  in  order  that  the  implication  of  cisarjantya  and  also  of  avar* 
napdroa  may  be  made  from  what  precedes,  and  may  not  require 
to  be  distinctly  stated. 

The  commentator's  examples  of  the  application  of  the  rule  are 
devd  gdtuvidah  (11.13*;  4.44^:  vL6.23),  and  vicUyah  somds  na 
vicUydS  iti  (vil.9 ' ;  somds  for  somds/i^  by  protraction  from  somah: 
G.  M.  omit  the  last  two  words,  O.  the  last  three).  lie  adds,  as 
his  exposition  of  the  connection  of  the  rule,  that  the  express  spe- 

9.  avarnapUrvo  ghoshavatparas  tu  *  visatjantyo  lupyate :  hras- 
vaptlrvasydu  ^kdra*  eva  dtrghapilrvasya*  pltUapiirvasya  ca  lopah. 

yathd:  devd ;  vip- okdram  ah  sarvo  'kdraparah 

(ix.  7)  i^y  akdraparatvam  pratyaksham  tu^bdena  nivartyd  ^'*nyr 
mdnikam  ghoahavatparatvam  parigrhyate  sdmnidhydt:  asyd 
^nuvartanam  evd  ^bhUhtam  atre  Hi  pHrvasHtradvayasya*  prthak- 
karanam, 

>  W.  ins.  #af.    «  B.  G.  M.  vikdi-a,    »  B.  rva;  0.  -gha.    *  G.  M.  -ircuya. 
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cification  of  sequence  by  a,  made  in  rule  7,  is  annulled  by  the  word 
tu,  and  that  an  inferential  sequence  by  a  sonant  consonant  is  as- 
sumed by  vicinage  [from  rule  8] ;  and  that  the  implication  here  of 
the  latter  only  is  the  reason  why  rules  7  and  8  are  given  independ- 
ently of  one  another.  That  is  to  say,  such  is  the  eadest  way  of 
arriving  at  the  result  desired,  that  the  h  of  dh  and  dsh  is  not  di- 
rectly dropped  before  a,  but  passes  through  the  intermediate  step 
of  conversion  into  y,  as  before  the  other  vowels. 

10.  When  followed  by  a  vowel,  it  becomes  y. 

That  is  to  say,  visarjantya  does  so,  if  preceded  by  an  a-vowel 
frule  9) — except  in  the  case  of  ah  followed  by  a  (rule  7).  And,  as 
IS  intimated  by  the  prefixion  of  atha,  the  specification  "  followed 
by  a  vowel "  is  of  force  also  in  the  following  rules  (through  chap- 
ter X.).  I  have  remarked  in  the  preceding  note  upon  the  anoraa- 
lousness  of  this  rule,  as  striving  to  fuse  into  one  the  winding-up  of 
one  subject  and  the  introduction  of  another.  It  has  not  seemed 
possible  to  render  the  ath>a  excepting  hj  a  longer  and  more  tedi- 
ous paraphrase  than  I  was  willing  to  introduce;  accordingly,  I 
have  left  it  out  in  translating  the  precept. 

The  commentator's  examples  are  dpa  undarUu  Jtvase  (L2.1  * :  G. 
M,  O.  omit  jtvase)y  td  abruvan  (iL3.6*;  5.1*),  and  anvdr(zbhyds  iti 
(vL3.8* ;  anvdrabhyds  for  anvdrabhydshj  by  protraction  from  anv- 
drabhyah) ;  and  he  gives  further,  as  counterexamples,  dpo  varvr 
nasya  (v.6.4 ' :  a  not  unexceptionably  selected  example,  since 
dpah  even  before  a  vowel  might  not  follow  the  present  rule),  and 
(zgnir  ekdkaharena  (L7.11* :  a  case  under  viii6,  as  the  preceding 
under  ix.8). 

This  conversion  of  visatjantya  into  y  is  only  the  preliminary 
step  to  its  complete  loss,  by  rule  x,19.  The  same  course  of  con- 
version is  followed  by  the  Atharvan  and  Vajasaneyi  Prati9&khya8 
(Ath.  Pr.  iL41 ;  Vaj.  Fr.  iv.36),  but  not  by  that  of  the  Rik  (iL9,10). 

11.  JSj  before  a  vowel,  becomes  ay. 

10.  ^atha^bdo    'dhikdrdrthah\'    svarah  paro    yasmdd    asdu* 

svaraparah.    ita  utt<iram  yad  ucyate^  svarapara  ity  evam  tatra 

nimiUai^vend  ^dhikrtam  veditavyam*,    admnidhydd  avarnapHrva* 

iti  kibhyate:  svaraparo  visarjantyo  'varnapHrvo*  yakdrani'  dpad- 

yate.  yathd*:  dpa :  td :  anvd- svarapara  iti  kim : 

dpo.,.^:  avarnapHrva  iti  kim :  agnir 

0)  G.  M.  athe  ^ty  ayam  adhikdrah;  0.  -karah,  *  0.  ao  *yam.  *  G.  M.  wikahyd" 
mah,  *  G.  M.  0.  jhdiavyam.  ^  6.  om.  pHrva,  *  G.  M.  put  before  svc/ra^paro. 
^  0.  ytUoam,    *  O.  om. 
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Of  which,  then,  the  y  is  lost  by  x.l 9,  leaving  only  a/  and  this,  by 
X.25,  is  not  liable  to  further  combination.  'Die  commentator^s  ex- 
amples are  ima  evd  ^smdi  (114.10^),  and  ta  enam  bhishajyanti 
(iL3.11*). 

*ri*l{l    >JSPTin:^ii 

12.  0  becomes  av. 

The  example  is  vishnav  e  ^ht  ^dam  (ii4.12^).  For  the  further 
treatment  of  the  v  thus  produced,  see  x.19  and  the  following  rules. 


Hl*l(y(1  II  'l^  II 


13.  But  not,  in  either  case,  when  followed  by  a. 

The  dual  number  of  the  attribute  in  this  rule,  we  are  told,  suffi- 
ciently shows  that  the  two  letters  e  and  o,  last  mentioned,  are  its 
subject.  There  are  two  different  rules  in  the  treatise  applying  to 
the  case  of  a  iinal  eor  o  coming  to  stand  before  initial  a — namely 
rule  11,  above  [or  rule  12],  and  rule  xil,  which  directs  that  the 
latter  shall  be  elided — and,  since  the  rules  of  this  chapter  are  of 
paramount  force,  as  preceding  the  other,  the  present  precept  is  re- 
quired in  order  to  annul  them. 

The  commentator's  examples  are  md  te  day  dm  (i6.12^),  samid- 
dho  aiijan  (v.1.11*),  and  te  bruvan  (ii.5.13  et  al). 


14.  Ai  becomes  dy. 


11.  ^visrshto  vi8arjantyah\    idam^  iddntm  ucyate:  svaraparah 
pculdnta*  ekaro  'yam  iti  vikdram  dpadyate.    ima ;  ta 

<')  G.  M.  visargo  niv^ttcUi ;  0.  visargo  vinirgaidk.  *  G.  M.  om.  '  W.  -tah ;  B. 
-te.  *  ' 

12.  waraparah^  paddnta  okdro  'vam  itt'  vikdram  dpadyate. 
yat/id*:  vishr 

>  G.  M.  avarak.    *  B.  G.  M.  0.  om.    «  W.  B.  G.  M.  om. 

13.  dvivacanasdmarthyagrhttdv^     ekdrdukdrdv     dkdrapardv} 
pUrvavidhiyh*  na  prdpnutah,    yathd*:    md ;   8 am- .•   te 

;  ity  dddv  ekdro  'yam  (ix.ll)  *  lupyate  tv  akdra  ekd- 

rdukdrapHrvah  (xiA)  iti  *  stltradvayam  praaaktam :  tatrd  ^pi 
pHrvatvdt  prdbalam  *  yatvavidhtm  nisheddhum  ay  am,  drambhah, 
akdrah  paro  ydbhydm  tdv  akdrapardu. 

>  B.  G.  M.  0.  'thydt  gr-;  and  G.  M.  0.  add  snnnihiidi^  « G.  M.  0.  om.  »  G. 
K.  Qm.p{i>rva.  *  G.  M.  om.  *  G.  M.  ins.  Ui  ca;  0.  ine.  iti.  *  G.  M.  0.  ins.  ca. 
^  0.  ins.  ekdrcuyiL 
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The  example  is  dsdmahd  eve  ^mdu  dvdda^du  mdadu  (viL6.2  > : 
B.  omits  the  last  word,  G.  M.  O.  the  last  two). 

To  complete  the  sandhiy  also,  which  is  the  subject  of  this  rule 
and  its  successor,  rule  x.19  is  needed. 

15.  Au  becomes  dv. 

The  example  is  ahdv  anadatd  h<Ue  (v.6.1^), 

6^\{\   ^J^:   M^HII   Q|*l(l    >J^iiUh 

16.  An  u,  uncombined  with  a  consonant,  remains  unchanged, 
and  V  is  inserted  between  it  and  the  following  vowel 

The  definition  of  aprkta  was  given  above,  at  L54,  and  such  a 
word  was  directed  to  be  treated  both  as  initial  and  as  final  (L55). 
This  rule  makes  an  exception  for  the  particle  u,  which  becomes  uf) 
before  a  vowel — which,  moreover,  never  occurs  after  an  o-vowel 
except  as  combined  with  it,  forming  part  of  the  class  oipragraJiaa 
in  o  which  were  treated  above,  in  rules  iv.6,7.  The  examples  given 
are  sa  uv  ekavinpavartanih  (iv.S.S^),  and  adanty  uv  evd  ^sya  ma- 
nuahydh  (ii.3.7*):  I  have  noted  further  only  i v. 6. 9*,  but  am  not 
sure  that  I  have  been  careful  to  mark  all  the  cases.  As  counter- 
examples, svapatydya  deva  (v.5.4* ;  p.  stHzpcUydya)  shows  that 
the  u  must  be  aprkta,  and  bhdkshe '  'Ai  (iiL2.5^),  that  no  other 
aprkta  vowel  than  u  is  thus  treated. 

?r   HrlWIrHl^d^:  ll  \o  ii 

17.  But  not  in  sawAiYa-text,  after  tat  and  tasmdt 

The  passages  are  tad  v  dhur  tUsrjyam  (vii.6.7  * :  O.  omits  after 
dkufi),  and  tasmdd  v  d^am  (vLl.ll®).  So  far  as  I  have  observed, 
these  are  the  only  instances  which  the  text  affords  of  u  following 

14.  svaraparah  paddrUa^    dikdra    dyam  vikdram    dpculyate. 

yafhd*:  dsdm- 

»  B.  G.  M.  -nfe.    «  G.  M.  0.  om. 

16.  ^dukdrah  paddntah^  avarapara*  dvarh  vikdram  dpadyate, 
yat/i4*:  ahdv 

1  B.  -nte.    <•)  G.  M.  invert  the  order.    '  G.  M.  0.  om. 

16.  aprktasamjnaka^  ^ukdrah  svaraparah*  prakrtyd  ^vatish- 
t?icUe:  avikrto*  hhavattHy  arthah:  ukdrasvarayor  antare  ^vakd- 

rap  cd  '^''yamo*  hhavatl,    yathd*:  a  a....:  adanty aprkta 

iti  kim :  sva- ;  ukdra  iti  kim :  bhak- 

»  G.  M.  jha.  <^  G.  U,  ukdrasvah,  «  G.  M.  kdro,  (*)  O.  vakdrdg-.  »  W.  B. 
G.  M.  om. 
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a  consonant  and  preceding  a  vowel.  Compare  the  similar  rules  in 
the  other  treatises  (Rik  rr.  iL28;  Vaj.  Pr.  iv.87;  Ath.  Pr.  iii.36). 
The  preceding  precept  being  thus  annulled  with  reference  to  these 
two  cases,  they  fall  under  the  general  rule  x.16,  and  the  w,  like  any 
final,  is  converted  into  v.  To  show  the  bearing  of  the  specifica- 
tion admhitah^ '  in  combined  text,'  the  commentator  gives  us  the 
two  passages  in pada  and  krama  form:  thus — tat:  u:  dhuk:  tad 
u :  uv  dhuh :  dhur  utsrjyam  (but  G.  M.  O.  give  simply  the  first 
two  krama-pada^s)y  and  tasmdt:  u:  dpyam:  tasmdd  u:  uv  df- 
yam  (here  only  W.  has  the  statement  in  jiada).  It  thus  appears 
that  the  combmation  with  the  preceding  consonant  is  indispensa- 
ble to  the  treatment  of  the  u  as  here  prescribed ;  failing  that,  it 
falls  under  the  preceding  rule,  and  becomes  uv, 

18.  A  w,  when  preceded  by  a  short  vowel,  is  doubled. 

That  is  to  say,  when  another  vowel  follows — the  heading  atha 
svaraparah  (ix.lO)  still  continuing  in  force.  The  commentator 
adds  also  '^  when  occurring  at  the  end  of  a  pada^'*  as  he  has  done 
in  his  paraphase  of  the  preceding  rules:  this  is  a  matter  of 
course,  as  we  are  dealing  only  with  the  conversion  of  padort^nX 
into  saikhitd.  His  illustrative  examples  are  nyaAH  agnih  (v.6.3*), 
and  tarn  u  tvd  dadhyaiii/i  rshih  (iv.1.3*  and  v.1.4*:  only  G.  M. 
have  the  first  two  words).  That  the  preceding  vowel  must  be 
short,  he  shows  by  pardn  d  vartate  (iu.2.9^  and  vi.3.83) ;  that  a 
vowel  must  follow,  by  sadrnk  samdndih  sydt  (ii.2.8®  :  only  O.  has 
the  last  word ;  only  B.  G.  M.  have  the  inserted  k^  required  by 
V.32,  and  G.  M.  convert  it  to  kh,  by  xiv.l2),  and  pratyaM:  shaor 
ahah  (viL4.2^ :  here  all  have  the  ky  out  only  G.  M.  make  it  kh). 


17.  tat  tasmdd  ity^  etdbhydrh  admhita  ukdro  *prktah  pHrvavi- 
dhhh  nd  ^^pnoti  * :  prakrtydvasthdnam  vakdra^*  ca  na  bhavatt  ^ty 

arthah,    tad ;   tasmdd ivarnokdrdu  yavakdrdv 

(x.l5)  iti  dapame*  *sya*  vidhir  vakshyate  *.    tat  tasmdt  sdnhita  iti 
kim:  tat ;  tasm- 

*  G.  M.  onL,  '  G.  M.  ^^padycUe;  0.  prdpn-.    '  G.  M.  0.  -rdgamof.    *  0.  -ma. 
'  B.  kuya,    *  0.  ins.  taaya  pwrastddapavddo  *yam. 

18.  ^svaraparo  ^akdrah  paddntavarti  hrasvapHrvo^  dvivarnam 

*  bhc^ate,    yaihdf:  nyaiin ;  tarn. hra^vapiXrva  iti  kim : 

par- .•  svarapara  iti  kim:  sad- ;  praty- hrasvah 

pHrvo  yasmdd  aidu  hrasvapHrvah :  dvayor  varnayoh  samdhdro 
dvivarnam. 

(^)  G.  M.  arrange  hr*  w-  pad-  nak-.    ^  G.  M.  0.  ins.  dvUvam,    '  G.  M.  om. 


I 
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19.  As  does  also  a  n. 

The  a  in  this  rule  brings  down,  we  are  told,  the  preceding 
cause  of  duplication  and  the  duplication  itsel£  The  cited  exam- 
ples are  nir  avapann  indrdya  (114.2^),  and  abruvann  rdhnavat 
(LS.l*).  The  counter-examples,  given  for  the  same  purposes  as 
those  under  the  preceding  rule,  are  niravapan  ydny  eva  puras- 
tdt  (iL4.1*:  O.  omits  the  last  two  words),  omanvati  te  'smin 
ii.6.9^:  O.  omits  the  last  word),  ydn  agnayo  'nv(Ztapyanta 
iii.2.8^  :  O.  omits  the  last  word;  G.  M.  omit  the  whole  example), 
and  vidvdn  etam  agnim  cinute  (v. 6. 6^).  The  commentator  does 
not  give  himself  the  trouble  this  time  to  inquire  why  two  rules 
are  ramished  to  prescribe  a  single  process :  the  reason  is,  evidently, 
because  continued  implication  of  n  only  is  desired  in  the  rules 
that  follow. 

20.  In  graha,  vkhya^  V^JV^^  PK^M^V^i  ^^d  hiranyavarntya 
passages,  a  n  preceded  by  i  or  il  becomes  r,  preceded  by  d  be- 
comes y,  except  before  itL 

The  remainder  of  the  chapter  is  occupied  with  rules  respect- 
ing these  conversions  of  a  final  n  after  d^  ^,  and  H  before  an 
iiiitial  vowel — conversions  of  which  the  original  ground  is  the 
same  with  that  which  causes  the  combinations  npc,  nst  to  result 
from  the  collision 'of  n  with  c  and  t  (vi20,  vi.14),  namely  the  par- 
tial retention  of  an  original  8  which  followed  the  n  as  part  of 
the  declensional  termination  of  the  word.  See  note  to  Ath.  Pr. 
iL27  for  a  full  statement  of  the  teachings  of  the  other  Prati9a- 
khyas  respecting  them.  The  conversion  of  w  to  y  is  equivalent 
to  its  omission,  since  the  y  is  dropped  by  x.l9.  Rules  xv.1-3 
are  also  needed  to  complete  the  combinations  intended,  by  the 
nasalization  of  the  preceding  vowel,  or  the  insertion  of  a^iusvdra 
after  it. 

19.  cakdrah  pHrvanimittaM  dvitvarh  cd  ^^nvddi^ti.  hrasva- 
pHrvo  naJedro  dvivarnam^  bhqfcUe*  svaraparah,    nir ;  abr- 

evampara  iti  kim:  nir- ;  oman- ;  eva/mpHrva  iti 

kim:  ydn .•  vid- 

*  G.  M.  p&rvoktan-.    '  G.  M.  0.  dvUvam.    *  G.  M.  d^f^dyate, 

20.  grahokhyddishu^  vishayeshv  tkdrapHrva  HkdrapHrvo  vd  ca- 
kdrdkrahto  nakdro  'nitipara*  itivyatiriktdsvaraparo*  repham  dpctd- 
yate:    dkdrapilrvap  ced  yakdram.    gr<iho  ndma  caturo  'nuvd- 


ix.  20.]       TdiUviya'Prdligdkht/a  and  TrMdshyaratna,  217 

As  in  other  similar  cases,  the  commentator,  after  his  prelimi- 
nary paraphrase  of  the  rule,  proceeds  first  to  define  the  passages 
of  the  Sanhita  designated  by  the  titles  it  contains.  By  graha 
is  meant  the  fourth  chapter  of  the  first  book,  excepting  its  last 
four  sections — or  L4.1-42.  By  ukhya^  the  first  two  chapters  of 
the  "Agni"  book  (see  iii.9),  excepting  their  final  sections  ^which 
tLTe  i/dji/d) — or  iv.  1.1-10;  2.1-10.  The  ydjyds  have  been  already 
defined  (iiL9,  note),  as  the  concluding  sections  of  all  the  chapters 
to  book  fourth,  chapter  third,  together  with  il6.11.  By  prahthya 
are  intended  nine  sections,  pointed  out  by  the  citation  of  the  first 
words  of  each:  thejrareiv.4.12;  6.6-9;  7.15:  v.1.11;  2.11;  2.12.  Hi- 
ranyavarntya  designates  only  a  single  section,  v.6.1.  Examples 
are  then  given  from  each  set  of  passages.  From  graha  passages, 
we  have  jahi  patrdnr  apa  mrdho  niidctsva  (i4.42),  and  marutvdn 
indra  vrahabhah  (14.19:  G.  M.  O.  omit  the  last  word) :  there  are 
four  other  cases,  at  L  4. 20  twice,  21,41.  From  vkhya  passages,  ye 
vd  vanaspcUtnr  anu  (iv.2.8^),  and  madhumdn  astu  sHryah 
(iv.2.93) :  there  are  ten  others,  at  iv.l.S^  twice,  9*'3,102»*;  2.42,6  >, 
9*  twice.  From  ydjyd  passages,  rtUnr  rtupate  yaje  ^ha  (iv.3.13*  : 
only  O.  has  the  last  two  words),  to  which  W.  B.  O.  add  amavdfi 
ibhenu  (L2.14*);  but  for  this  G.  M.  substitute  madhumdn  indri- 
ydvdn  (iiLl.lO^),  which  is  not  in  a  y<:^y(!l  passage  at  all,  but  falls 
under  the  next  rule :  I  have  noted  more  than  thirty  other  cases, 
namely  at  i.1.14* ;  2. 14* ;  3.148 ;  4.46* ;  6.1 1* ;  6.12* ;  7.13*»* :  iil.ll » 
thrice;  2.123'8;  3.14«»6;  6.11'  thrice  *  twice,  12"»3:  iii.i.iii  thrice, 
';2.1l3  twice;  4.11*;  S.ll^:  iv.2.113;  3.13»»3.4  twice.  The  same 
passages  contain  five  exceptions,  which  are  duly  provided  for  in 
rules  23  and  24,  below.  From  prshthya  passages,  the  examples 
are  patrdnr  anapavyayantah  (iv.6.6^)  smdjagfiandn  upajighnate 
(iv.6.6*):  other  cases  at  iv.6.7*,9*  twice;  7.16^ :  v.1.11*.     Finally, 

kdn*  varjayitvd  ^^dade  grdvd*  (i.4.1')  iti  prapnah:  agnikdnda- 
syd^^dyam  prapnadvayam  tUtamdnuvdkavarjam  ukhyam  *  dkhyd- 
yate:  uktd  ydjydh:  samid  dipdm  (iv.4.12')  jtmHtasya 
(iv.6.6*)  yad  akrandah  (iv.6.7*)  md  no  mitrah  (iv.6.8*)  ye 
vdjinam  (iv.6.9 *)  a^ner  manve  (iy.1A5^)  samiddho  afijan 
(y.X.W^)  gdyatrt  (v.2.11*)  has  tvd  {v.2A2^)  ity  anuvdkanava- 
kani'  prshthyam   iti  pathyaie*:  hiranyavarndh   (v.6.1*)   ity 

anuvdko  hiranyavarniyah,    *gra/ie  yathd :*  jahi ;  mar- 

vkhye:  ye ;  madhr ydjydsu:  rtH^r ;  ama- 

prshfhye:  patr- ;  jaghr hiranyavarniye :  agntnr ; 

Barv' anitipara  iti  kim:  abhy- ;  idd- grahddir 

Bhvitikim:  trin :  papUn ;  tdn 

itih  paro  yasmdd  cudv  itiparah :  ne  Hiparo  *nitiparah, 

'  G.  M.  read  grh-  throughout  *  B.  om.  *  G.  M.  0.  Uy  ekumdd  anycuvarr ;  B. 
(H  'ty  etad  arnndd'any^i'.  <  G.  M.  0.  *ntydnwh,  *  G.  IL  -vd  'm.  *  G.  M.  0.  ins. 
Uy.    ^Q.IL  tmuvdkdk,    >  W.  0.  pachyaie;  G.  M.  paihyanie,    <*>  G.  M.  om. 
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from  the  hiranyavarntya  section,  agninr  apsushaddh  (v.6.1*),  and 
8arvdn  agntn  (v.6.1*),  which  are  the  only  cases,  fcounter-exam- 
ples,  of  n  not  converted  as  here  prescribea,  because  occurring  out- 
side the  passages  specified,  are  trin  imdn  lokdn  iti  (vii.d.2i),  pa- 
^Un  evd  'ya  rundhe  (v.  1.1  *  et  al.),  and  tdn  indro  'ntarydmend  ^ntar 
adhatta  (yi4.6M  6.  M.  O.  omit  the  last  two  words).  And  the 
bearing  of  the  specification  "  except  before  iti "  is  illustrated  by 
examples  from  the  krama  and  paaa  texts,  namely  abhyavartanta 
daayUn:  dasyHn  iti  dusyHn  (i.6.12^  ;  daayiXn  is  thus  repeated,  as 
being  the  closing  word  of  the  anuvdka:  but  W.  O.  omit  this  repe- 
tition, which  exhibits  the  very  point  requiring  illustration,  and  B. 
adds  only  iti  daayHn  to  the  first  dasyiln),  and  iddvdn  itt  ^dd-vdn 
(iiLl.ll' ;  samhitdrTefiding^  iddvdn  eshah). 

Any  general  examination  of  the  aspect  of  this  mode  of  combi- 
nation in  the  Taittiiiya  text  I  defer  to  the  end  of  the  chapter. 

21.  Also  in  the  words  martyduj  ud  aydn^  amrtdn,  durydn 
not  preceded  by  soma,  so  asmdn,  avimdn,  gomdn,  madhumdn, 
havishmdnj  hutamdn  before  any  vowel  belonging  to  the  text, 
cikUvdn,  iddvdn,  kaJcsMvdn,  odnavdn,  hi  payasvdn,  vaqdn, 
vtdatrdn,  amitrdn,  ardn,  poshdn,  and  mahdn. 

The  ca  in  this  rule,  says  the  commentator,  brings  down  from  the 
preceding  rule  the  specification  "except  before  tYiy"  but  we  might 
fairly  clami  that  it  involves  all  the  specifications  there  made  ex- 
ceptmg  the  restriction  to  certain  passages :  this  exception  the  com- 
ment duly  notes :  "  this  and  the  rules  that  follow  have  a  general 
application,  without  regard  to  special  portions  of  the  text." 

The  illustrative  examples  are:  for  martydn,  martydn  dvivepa 
(v.7.9*).  For  ud  aydn,  ud  aydn  ojasram  (iv.O.S^):  with  a  coun- 
ter-example, vayohhir  evd  ^ydti  ava  rufidhe  (v. 2. 10^),  to  show  that 

21 * eteshu*  grahaneshu  naJcdro  'nitiparo  *yakdram 

dpadyate*,  anitiparatvdkarshako  'yam*  cakdrah,  vishaydn*  and- 
drtya  sarvdrtho*  'yam  ita/i'  param  drambhah,    yathd:  mart- 

.•  ud  ay- ;  ud  iti  kim.:  vayo- ;  ud ;  hhad- ; 

na  somapdrvah :  durydn  ity  atra  nakdrah  somapdrvo  yatvam*  nd 

^^padyate:  pra .'  so ;  so  iti  kim:  indro ;  avi- ; 

yom- ;  m  adh- ;  avigomadhv*  iti  kim :  pa^u- ;  hav- 

hutamdn  drshe^^:  hiXtamdn  ity  atra  nakdra  ^^drshe  svare 
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ydn  abhye  ^hi  mdm  anuvratd  ny  w  (i.6.3 ' :  6.  M.  O.  omit  mdm  etc.) 
there  are  two  other  cases,  at  1.2.13* :  vi. 2.9* ;  and  a  single  excep- 


er  example  is  at  y.7.9* ;  and  asmdn  becomes  ctsmdn  also  at  i.6.12^, 
but  in  virtue  of  the  preceding  rule.  The  counter-example,  show- 
ing the  necessity  of  prefixing  so  in  the  rule,  is  indro  asmdn  asmin 
dvitiye  (iiLl.9* :  W.  B.  omit  the  last  word).  For  avimdn^  avi- 
mdn  apvt  (i6.6* ;  7.6^ :  iiil.ll  * :  but  the  last  case  falls  under  the 
preceding  rule  also).  For  yomdn,  gomdn  a^ne  (i.6.6*;  7.6^: 
liLl.ll* — that  is  to  say,  in  the  same  phrase  with  ammdn\  For 
madhumdn^  madhumdn  indriydvdn  (iiLl.lO*).  Next  follows  a 
counter-example,  intended  to  show  why  tndn  would  not  have  been 
enough  of  itself  to  include  the  last  three  words,  without  the  pre- 
fixed parts  aviy  gOy  and  madhu:  it  is  papumdn  eva  bhavati 
(vi2.6*  et  aL),  Then,  for  havishmdn^  havishmdn  d  vivdsati 
(L3.12) :  the  word  occurs  a  second  time  in  the  same  section,  and 
also  at  vi4.2^.  For  hUtamdn^  devahHtamdn  ity  ukhdydm  juhoti 
(v.5.3 ' :  W.  B.  omit  the  last  word) :  it  is  found  again,  in  like  form, 
in  the  succeeding  division  of  the  section.  The  specification  "  be- 
fore any  vowel  belonging  to  the  text  {d/rshe^  'coming  from  the 
Xshis^)^  is  declared  to  be  meant  as  an  annulment  of  the  restric- 
tion, "  except  before  i^i,"  niade  in  the  preceding  rule.  And,  to 
show  that  the  n  remains  unchanged  before  a  vowel  not  forming 
part  of  the  fundamental  text,  is  given  the  jt>a(fa-reading  devahiUor 
mdn  iti  devorhiUamdn.  There  is  added  further  a  remark  which 
looks  like  a  gloss  that  has  worked  its  way  into  the  text :  ''  the  spe- 
cification '  before  what  comes  from  the  rshis '  has  force  in  both  di- 
rections, after  the  fashion  of  the  crow's  eye  [Molesworth  says,  the 
crow  is  regarded  as  having  a  single  eye,  which  shifts  from  one  eye- 

jK>ar«"  y at  cam  dpadyate^^:   dev- ;   drsha  iti  kim:  dev-.  -.; 

"  drsha^grahanasdmarthydd  itiparatve^*  'pi  "  yatvam  bhavati  :  dr- 
sha iti  kdkdkshivad^*  ubhayatra  sambadhyate  grahokhyddimor 

hdnparyantam^\'    drshasvayampdtha^*    ity   arthah,     cikit- ; 

iddv- .•  kak- .•  vie- ;  iddkakshibdne^*  Hi  kim:  ras- 

;  sam .*  MHi kim :  Urj- ;  drsha itiphratvdd dev- 

itivad  yaJtvaprdptir  higrahanena  nishidhyate**.    stuto .•  su- 

vid- ;  amit- ;  ardn :  posh- ;  agne 

^  For  aiiomapiirvah^  G.  M.  read  iiy  eaha  nakdraa  somam^rvo  'nundran  nd  "pad- 
vote;  B.  O.  na  «om-/a8  do  T.  G.  M.  in  the  rule  itself.  *  G.  M.  0.  eahu.  O  G.  M. 
yotvam  lihajnte.  *  G.  M.  om.  ayam.  •  G.  M.  vidhdn,  •  W.  sarvo  'rtho,  '  W.  B. 
itL  «  G.  M.  dvitvan,  »  W.  0.  avtTuddhv.  »»  W.  adds  cikUvdn,  (^»)  G.  M.  0. 
drshoBvaraparo.  ^'  W.  n^jadyate;  B.  hhavaU;  G.  M.  0.  bhajcUs.  *'  G.  M.  ins.  Uy. 
1^  G.  M.  -pare.  **  G.  M.  ins.  hutamdh  iiy  ukhdydm  ity  atra.  >*  W.  0.  kdkth-;  G. 
M.  -kMnydyena.  "  W.  B.  om.  mahdn.  '^  B.  drsfuih  gv-;  G.  M.  drahabhdvdn, 
»  G.  M.  Mdivifesher^.    *<>  G.  M.  O.p  (Mk^. 
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ball  to  the  other,  as  it  is  needed] — ^namely,  from  the  beginning  of 
the  preceding  rule  to  the  end  of  the  present  one."  This  appears 
to  mean  that  an  iti  belonging  to  the  sacred  text  itself  would  ad- 
mit the  conversion  of  the  n  before  it,  in  any  case  falling  under 
these  two  rules.  The  opinion  is  doubtless  a  sound  one ;  but,  to 
prove  its  expression  pertment  here,  we  require  an  example  show- 
mg  that  there  is  a  passage  in  the  text  requiring  its  application : 
and  none  such  is  furnished  us :  on  the  contrary,  the  addition  of 
dr8/ie  to  hiUamdn  alone  implies  that  none  is  to  be  found.  The  ex- 
ample for  cikttvdn  is  ctkitvdn  anu  manyatdm  (iii.1.4* :  O.  omits 
the  last  word).  For  iddvdn^  iddvdn  eshah  (i.6.6*  ;  also  at  iii.1.11 ', 
but  this  is  a  case  falling  under  the  preceding  rule).  For  kakshS- 
vdfij  kakshtvdn  du^ijah  (v.6.6^).  For  bdnavdn,  vi^lyo  bdnavdh 
uta  (iv.6.1*:  O.  omits  the  first  word).  Next  we  have  again  a 
counter-example,  rasavdn  eva  bhavati  (ii2.4*),  showing  that,  of 
words  ending  in  vdn^  only  those  preceded  as  here  specified  under- 
go the  prescribed  effect.  For  hi  payasvdn^  sam  a^kahmahi  :  par 
yasvdn  agna  d  '^ganmm  (14.45^,46*  :  only  O.  has  sam;  and  G.  AL 
O.  omit  the  last  two  words) :  the  necessity  of  the  prefixed  hi  is 
shown  by  the  counter-example  Hrjaavdn  payasvdn  ity  dha  (i.7.3*). 
Here,  however,  is  a  case  of  pavasvdn  before  an  iti  which  comes 
from  the  rshis'^nd  therefore^ght  seem  to  require  the  reading  pa- 
yasvdn,  like  hiUamdn  in  the  passage  devahiUamdfi  ity  ukhdydm 
(v.6.3') — according  to  the  extension  made  above  of  the  natural  and 
obvious  meaning  of  drahe;  but  the  commentator  declares  that 
the  mention  in  the  rule  of  hi  as  necessary  preceding  word  prevents 
the  conversion  of  n  to  y  in  the  passage :  it  is,  to  be  sure,  a  case  of 
payasvdn  before  iti,  but  not  of  hi  payasvdn.  For  va^dn,  the  ex- 
ample is  8tuto  ydsi  va^dn  anu  (i.8.6*).  For  vidatrdn,  W.  O.  give 
suvidatrdn  apt  ^ta  (i.8.5*),  while  G.  M.  have  instead  suoidatrdn 
avitsi  (iL6.12^) :  B.  is  defective  here,  dropping  out  the  last  part  of 
this  quotation,  and  the  first  part  of  the  next  (reading  suvidatrdn 
apabddhamdnah)\  G.  M.  are  in  the  wrong  this  time,  for  the  pas- 
sage they  quote  falls  under  the  preceding  rule.  For  amitrdn,  ami- 
trdn  apabddhamdnah  (iv.6.4*) :  an  exception  is  provided  for  in  the 
final  rule  of  the  chapter.  For  ardn,  ardn  ivd  "^gne  nemih  (ii.5.9^  : 
O.  omits  the  last  word).  For  poahdn,  po8h4n  apushyat  (vii.1.9). 
For  mahdn,  agne  mahdn  aai  (iL5.9') :  another  case  at  L4.20. 

22.  Also  a  n  followed  by  tndro  me,  akah,  (tdhvam,  thd,  apy 
eiu,  aganma,  idenydn,  dyajishthah,  d  ca,  riu,  akurvata,  aduhat, 
aditih,  ogre,  adhardnt  sapatndn,  and  alam, 

22 ity  evamparo  nakdra  ^dkdrapdrvo  ycUvam*  dpadyate, 

caJcdra^  dkdrapHroatvdkarshakah.  yathd  :  sap- .*  ma  iti  kim  : 

yush- ;   nigr- .•   yHy- ;    agne ;    dtrghena  kim: 
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The  implication  here,  the  commentator  tells  us,  is  of  a  n  pre- 
ceded by  h  only :  he  does  not  explain  why,  but  would  have  a  nght 
to  appeal  to  the  mention  of  dn  last  in  rule  20,  and  the  exclusion  of 
any  other  cases  than  those  of  a  final  dn  in  rule  21.  His  examples 
are  as  follows.  For  indro  me^  sapatndn  indro  me  (i.1.13*;  6.4^: 
iv.6.3*) ;  with  a  counter-example,  yi/«/i/7?d?i  indro  'vr/iC^a  (i.  1.6'), 
to  illustrate  the  need  of  specifying  me.  For  akah^  nigrdbhend 
^dhardn  akah  (Ll.13*;  6.4^:  iv.6.3* :  that  is  to  say,  in  the  same 
passage  as  the  preceding :  O.  omits  the  first  word).  For  Hdhvam^ 
yHyam  devdn  Hdhvam  (1.3.8^  :  O.  omits  the  first  word).  For  ihd^ 
agne  devdn  ihd  "  vaha  (i.3.14®;  5.53 :  iv.6.1^);  with  a  counter-ex- 
ample, yajhiydn  ilia  ydn  havdmahe  (i.5.103  :  only  W.  has  the  last 
word),  to  show  that  the  nimitta  in  this  case  is  ind^  not  iha.  For 
apy  etu^  gharmo  devdn  apy  etu  (i.6.10*  :  B.  omits  gharmah :  again 
at  i,6.3^) ;  with  the  counter-example,  vidvdn  apijanyeshu  (vLl.6^), 
to  show  that  api  without  etu  does  not  cause  the  conversion.  For 
aganma^suvar  devdn  aganma  (i.7.9*).  For  tdenydn^  iddmahdi 
devdn  idenydn  (iL5.9®).  For  dyajishthah,  devdn  dyajishthah  sva- 
9ti  (iv.3.13> ;  6.1*  :  O.  omits  the  last  word).  For  d  ca,  devdn  d  ca 
vakshat  (iv.6.3*  twice,  and  v. 4. 6®  twice) ;  but  this  example  is  omit- 
ted by  G.  M.,  and  they  also  omit  the  item  d  ca  m  the  rule  itself. 
A  counter-example,  ydn  d  vaha  u^ah  (14.44* :  6.  M.  omit  the 
last  word),  is  given  by  all  but  O. :  in  G.  M.,  it  should  show  that  d 
causes  dn  only  when  followed  by  yajishthah ;  in  W.,  only  by 
yajishthah  and  ca;  but  W.  states  the  occasion  for  it  in  the  same 
manner  as  G.  M.,  and  B.  alone  sets  it  in  its  proper  relation  to  both 
the  foregoing  examples.  For  rtu^  the  example  is,  in  W.  B.,  vdjo 
devdn  rtuhhih  (iv.7.122),  but  G.  M.  O.  give  mstead  yebhir  devdn 
rtvhhUi  (11.14*):  I  have  found  no  other  case.  For  akurvata, 
vittvd  kdmdn  akurvata  (16.9®).  For  aduhat^  yajno  *8urdn  aduhat 
(L7.1*).  For  aditihy  vivasvdn  aditih  (i.5.33).  For  agre^  agnis 
tan  agre  (iiLl.4*) :  we  have  also  vdyus  tdn  agre  in  the  same  di- 
vision. For  adhardn^  anydri  adhardnt  sapatndn  (iii.2.8*);  with  a 
counter-example,  bhrdtrvydn.  adhardn  pddaydmi  (iii.5,3*).  For 
alamy  purodd^n  alam  kurv  iti  (vi.3.l2).  Finally,  to  show  that 
the  rule  applies  only  to  dn^  paridhln  akurvata  (vi.2.1^*®). 

The  comment  closes  with  an  exposition  which  I  must  confess 
that  I  do  not  fully  understand.  It  is  evidently  intended  to  deter- 
mine the  readings  which  the  words  treated  in  these  rules  shall  have 
mjatd-Xje'K.t\  and  it  furnishes  abundant  illustrations,  in  reference  to 
the  form  of  which,  however,  there  is  not  a  little  difference  between 
the  different  recensions :  G.  M.  O.  generally  citing  the  passage  first 

yajfl- ;  ghar- .•  etv  iti  kim:  vidvdn .•  suvar ; 

iddr .•  devdn .•  *devdn .•*  *yajis/ithap ce  Hi  kim :  yd^n 

;*  vdjo ;  vit- .•  yajfio :  vivas- :  agnis ; 

anydn :  sapatndn  iti  kim :  bhrd- :  puro- anvdde- 

^ah  kimarthah :  pari- ;  tcUtatpadagrahane  kartavye  parapa- 

dagrahanam  *andrshe  'pi*  samhitdvid/idv*  agrahanasya''  ca*  ya- 
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in  its  samhitdriorm^  and  adding  only  a  single  aandhi  from  the  jatd" 
text,  while  W.  B.  give  the  complete  ^*a^^(2-readings,  and  only  those. 
The  former  quote  first  amartyo  martydn  dvivepa  (v.7.9'),  and  add 
martydn  amartyah;  W.  gives  amartyo  martydn  martydn  amar- 
tyo 'martyo  martydn^  and  martydn  dvivepa  "uivepa  martydn  mar- 
tydn dvivepa;  B.  only  the  latter  (and,  blunderingly,  treats  it  as 
amartydn  dvive^^  throughout) ;  next,  6.  M.  O.  have  ud  asthdm 
amrtdn  anu:  amrtdn  asthdm  (L2.8*):  W.  B.,  amrtdn  anv  anv 
amrtdn  amrtdn  anu.  Then,  in  illustration  of  a  second  point,  we 
receive  two  more  examples:  6.  M.  O.  read  a^gfie  'vimdn  a^vS: 
avimdn  agne  (16.6*  et  al.),  for  which  W.  B.  substitute  agne  'vimdn 
avimdn  agne  'gne  'vimdn  ;  and  G.  M.  O.,  again,  ud  aydn  ajavram 
(iv.6.33),  O.  this  time  adding  the  full  ^'a^<j-reading  ud  aydn  aydn 
ud  ud  aydn,  which  G.  M.  also  seem  to  mean  to  give  (they  actually 
have  only  aydn  ud  aydn) ;  while  W.  B.  set  down  the  jatd-f orm  of 
the  other  pair  of  words :  aydn  ajasram  ajaeram  aydn  aydn  qjas- 
ram,.  Yet  once  more,  two  examples  for  a  third  point  close  the 
tale:  in  G.  M.  O.  agnis  tdK  agre:  tdn  agnih  (iii.1.4*),  in  W.  B. 
tdn  agre  *gre  tdns  tdn  agre;  and,  this  time  in  all  alike,  anydn  ad- 
hardn  adhardn  anydn  anydn  adhardn  (but  G.  M.  have,  doubtless 
by  a  copyist's  blunder,  anydn  the  second  time,  before  anydn).  It 
will  be  seen  that  the  two  versions  are  in  part  inconsistent  with  one 
another  as  regards  the  special  points  of  combination  to  which 
they  direct  attention ;  and  I  am  not  able  to  make  out  what  are  the 
three  classes  of  cases  meant  to  be  distinguished.  The  three  points 
which  one  would  most  naturally  think  of  as  needing  to  be  noticed 
are,  perhaps,  first,  the  occurrence  of  a  word  like  amrtdn  before 
itself — thus,  amrtdn  amrtdn — in  the  Jatd  repetition ;  second,  its 
occurrence  before  a  preceding  word  (not  its  defined  or  natural 
nimitta)  when  that  word  begins  with  a  vowel — ^thus,  amrtdn 
asthdm;  and  third,  its  occurrence  in  jatd  before  the  word  which 
causes  its  alteration  in  samhifd — thus,  amrtdn  anu — if,  indeed, 
this  last  can  be  regarded  as  requiring  any  special  prescription. 
Or,  the  second  and  third  cases  might  be  expected  to  concern 
the  treatment  respectively  of  a  word,  on  the  one  hand,  like  mar- 
tydn,  which  is  itself  quoted  in  the  rule  as  suffering  the  prescribed 
change  (which  is  at  the  same  time  grahana  and  9idimittikay 
or  ndimittikam  grahanam),  and  might  therefore  naturally  be 
inferred  to  be  liable  to  the  cbange  under  all  circumstances  before 
a  vowel ;  and  one,  on  the  other  hand,  like  anydn,  which  is  pointed 

tvarii  sydd  iti  iidimittikasya  ca  nimittdpekshatvdt,    grahanasya 

yathd:  amartyo ;  ud evam  ndimittikagrahanasya : 

agne ;  ud evam  grahanandimittikasya*:  agnis ; 

anydn evajh  sarvatra  nakdrasya  yakdrotpattir^^  drashlor 

vyd, 

(')  B.  om.  «  G.  M.  0  yakdram,  <»)  G.  M.  om.  <<>  0.  om. ;  W.  G.  M.  read  ya- 
jiahtha  iH  kirn  eta  <*>  G.  M.  a.  «  0.  -dhdne;  B.  -dhdnasye.  ^  B.  om.  •  G.  M.  0. 
om.    *  G.  M.  0.  -nMya  tklt-.    ^^  G.  M.  hakd-. 
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out  bv  means  of  the  qaotation  of  the  following  word  adhardn 
(whicn  is  itself^  therefore,  ndimittika^  while  adhardn  is  grahana; 
or  which  is  grahanandimittika^  '  undergoing  a  prescribed  effect 
under  the  influence  of  a  quoted  word*),  and  which  one  might 
suppose  changeable  only  before  that  word.  It  is  in  accordance 
witn  this  latter  explanation  that  the  last  two  pairs  of  examples 
are  taken,  the  one  from  under  rule  21,  the  other  from  under  rule 
22.  At  any  rate,  the  general  conclusion  appears  to  be  pretty 
well  assured,  that  a  word  which  shows  a  hnal  n  in  samhitd 
shows  it  also  in  Jatd  before  a  following  vowel  of  whatever  kind. 
This  is  markedly  different  from  its  treatment  in  pada,  where, 
by  the  initial  specification  of  rule  20,  its  power  of  conversion  to 
n  is  lost  altogether:  and  even  in  jatd  fas  was  shown  in  the 
note  to  iii.!),  ^n  altered  letter  usually  exhibits  its  samhitd  form 
only  under  tne  specific  circumstances  which  condition  that  form  in 
saihhitdrtext, 

23.  The  n  of  ragmin,  grapaydrij  yayndn,  patangdn^  samdndriy 
arcdn,  yajiydn  remains  unchanged 

All  these  are  words  occurring  in  the  passages  respecting  which 
the  comprehensive  prescription  of  rule  20  was  made:  needing, 
therefore,  to  be  specifically  exempted  from  its  action.  The  com- 
mentator quotes  the  phrases  in  wnich  they  occur,  as  follows :  pur 
rutrd  ca  rapmtn  anu  (iv.1.23),  aditth  prapaydn  iti  (iv.1.5*),  suya- 
mdn  iUaye  (iv.7.16*»*),  pataAgdn  asamditah  (i2.14M,  samand 
samdndn  upann  agne  (iv.3.13^  :  only  G.  M.  have  the  nrst  word), 
arcdn  indra  grdodnah  (i.6.12®:  G.  M.  have  dropped  out  all  but 
arcd)j  and  yajiydn  upasthe  mdtuh  (i.3.14  * :  O.  omits  the  last  word). 
The  first  two  are  from  ukhya  passages,  the  third  from  a  prahthya^ 
the  rest  from  ydjyd — as  is  noted  also  by  the  commentator  (but  G. 
M,  omit  these  notices,  save  the  first).  Under  the  second,  he 
further  suggests  the  objection  that,  as  the  word  following  p'apor 
ydn  is  iti,  the  case  might  seem  not  to  fall  under  the  rule  (since  this 
expressly  says  "  except  before  iti  ") ;  but  he  urges  in  repl  v  that  the 
word  drshe  in  rule  2 1  (that  is  to  say,  of  course,  accordmg  to  his 
. fc_ 

23.  * eteshu^  grahaneshu  nakdrah  avaraparo  'pi  nakha- 

lu  repham  yakdrajh*  vd  bhqfate.    yaihd*:  puru- ;  adi- ; 

ukhyatvdd  anayoh  prdptih*,    nanv  adir aaye^  Hiparatvdd 

eva  nisfiedhe  sati  grahanam  anartham*:  iti  cet :  drsha  itiparatvdf 

punah prdptih :  tan  md  bhUd  Hi  brdmah.  suy- ;  ^prshthyatvdt 

prdptih:*  pataH- :  ^y^ydtvdt  "  prdptih:*  a  am  a- ;  ar- 
cdn  ;  yajt' ;  ^^eshdm  api  sdi  ^va prdptih,^^ 

<i)  G.  IL  roftnin  Hy  ddishu;  0.  eahu  for  eUahu.    *  G.  M.  vd  yiUvarh,    *  B.  tathd; 
tiie  rest  om.    *  G.  M.  ^Uniahedhah,    *  G.  M.  o^o.    *  G.  M.  0.  -thakank    ^  0.  om. 
<^  G.  M.  om.    (^  G.  M.  om.    *<*  0.  ins.  aaya,    C^)  G.  M.  om. 
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"  crow's  eve "  interpretation)  gives  the  former  precept  authority 
over  it,  wnich  requires  to  be  annulled. 

i<^iMIM{^\5yi4|^  II  ^^  II 

24.  Nor  a  n  followed  by  fU  or  cUhd. 

The  phrases  to  which  this  rule  relates  are,  as  quoted  by  the  com- 
mentator, amitrdn  un  naydmi  (iv.l.lO^),  and  vidvdn  athd  hhava 
(iiL2.1l2"3;  our  sayhhitd'-iG'KX  has  ^/M a,  because  the  word  stands 
vibhdge^  at  the  end  of  a  division  of  the  section:  see  rule  iillO  and 
note):  I  have  noted  no  other  cases.  The  commentator  gives  a 
counter-example  to  the  former,  showing  why  ut  could  not  have 
been  extended  to  vta^  but  needed  to  stop  at  the  consonant  (hal): 
it  is  trlnr  lUa  dyHn  (ii.1.11*).  Such  a  counter-example  is  quite  out 
of  the  usual  course,  and  very  superfluous ;  the  example  itself  would 
be  counter-example  enough :  the  substitution  of  uta  for  ut  would 
have  excluded  the  very  passage  aimed  at.  Of  the  two  phrases, 
the  one  comes  from  an  wMyo-passago,  the  other  from  ^  ydjyd: 
the  commentator  might  better  have  spent  his  spare  energy  in 
telling  us  this. 

What  remains  of  the  comment  to  this  rule  is  not  altogether  free 
from  difficulties.  First  the  statement  is  made  that  the  word  atM 
in  it  implies  also  cUha^  with  short  a;  in  illustration,  W.  repeats, 
without  change,  vidvdn  athd  hhava ;  B.  gives  the  same  twice 
over;  only  O.  has,  in  Arama-text,  vidvdn  atha:  athd  hhava — 
which  is  doubtless  correct,  and  shows  the  Aramo-reading  (along, 
we  may  suppose,  with  the  jatd)  to  be  the  matter  aimed  at.  That 
the  now  accepted  ^amAeV^-reading — vidvdn  atha:  2*  hhava — is 
contemplated,  is  not  at  all  to  be  assumed.  Both  the  statement 
and  its  illustration  are  wanting  in  6.  M. :  and  this,  although 
those  manuscripts  contain,  under  viii.34,  the  reference  to  it  in 
advance  there  made.  In  regard  to  what  follows,  also,  the  recen- 
sions are  considerably  at  variance.     The  jatd-text  is  again  under 

24.  lU:  athd\'    ity  evamparo  nakdro  yathdvihitam  ^repham 

yaJcdram  vd^  nd  ^^padyate.    *  yathd*:  am  it- .*  halmdtrena* 

him :    trtnr ;    vidv- :    *dtryho  'tra  hrasvopalaJcshanam 

apt:  ^athd:  vidv- *    ^  yathd^anihitdstham*  *€va  nimittam^^ 

svakdryam  karotH^  ^^nishedhariipam  *'  yathd:  amit- vidhir 

apy^*  ^*evam  yathdsamhitdsthanimitta  evam  sarvatra  hhavaty*^ 
ato^*  *vocdma^*:  "  so .•  asm- .•  evamddi  veditavyam, 

iti  trihhdshyaratne  prdti^khyavivarane 
navamo  'dhydyah, 

0)  W.  B.  0.  aiha.  <*>  G.  M.  0.  put  after  dpadyate;  6.  M.  repham  va  yatvarh  vd. 
»  G.  M.  ins.  cakdro  nishedhakarshah.  *  G.  M.  0.  om.  *  G.  M.  0.  ud  iti.  ^•)  G.  M. 
om. ;  B.  om.  yathd;  0.  om.  api :  yathd.  '^  G.  M.  ins.  ity  atra;  0.  ins.  aJtrcL 
^  G.  M.  0.  -^Om.  ^^  G.  M.  nimittdir  cva  scmbhavcUi;  0.  nimiUdir  eva  sarvcUra 
bhavati.  >«  W.  B.  4te.  <">  G.  M.  om.  >«  0.  ina  vidhirApam  vd.  "  W.  »«.  04)  0. 
ODlf  yathd.    ^»  W.  o^.     ^*  G.  M.  ins.  yathd. 
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treatment ;  and  it  appears  to  be  l&id  down  that  any  word  has  in  that 
text  the  same  form  as  under  analogous  circumstances  in  aarhhitd^ 
whether  it  fall  under  an  exception  or  under  a  rule.  Then,  as  ex- 
ample of  an  exceptional  word,  is  given,  as  established  by  the  pres- 
ent precept,  amitrdn  ltd  ud  amUrdn  amitrdn  vi  (iy.l.lO^),  amitrdn 
retaming  its  n  throughout ;  and  again,  as  examples  falling  under 
the  more  general  rule,  »o  asmdn  aamdnt  sa  so  asmdn:  asmdK 
avahdyd  ^vahdyd  ^smd^  curndK  avahdya  (v. 7.0^ :  under  rule  21). 

So  far,  now,  as  I  have  been  able  to  discover,  the  teachings  of 
the  Pr4ti94kh7a  in  rules  20-24  of  this  chapter  precisely  corres- 
pond with  the  conditions  of  the  known  TMttulya  text :  I  have  not 
found  in  the  latter  a  single  case  of  final  dihy  i^r^  Unr  which  they  do 
not  duly  notice,  nor  an  exception  to  the  more  general  rules  which' 
is  not  provid^  for.  Of  course,  my  observation  is  more  to  be 
trusted  upon  the  former  point  than  upon  the  latter. 

The  sandhi  here  treated  of  is  comparatively  unusual  in  our  San- 
hit4,  as  it  is  in  those  of  the  other  Yedas.  According  to  my  count, 
there  are  (including  repetitions)  115  cases  of  dn  (including  also  one 
at  iv.6.6^,  omitted  above),  5  of  iKr^  and  4  of  4nr — ^in  all,  124; 
while,  of  final  dn  remaining  unchanged  before  a  vowel,  I  have 
noted  down  over  450  instances  (and  probably  not  without  overlook- 
ing a  sc<Nre  or  two),  of  i2n,  about  150,  of  ^n,  16,  and  of  ^Uy  4 — in 
all,  about  620,  or  not  less  than  five  times  as  many.  The  numerical 
relation  in  the  Atharva-Yeda  is  probably  nearly  the  same.  See 
the  end  of  the  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  iL27. 


CHAPTER    X. 


Coirmm:  1-9,  oombinatiaQ  of  finAl  and  initial  similar  roweli,  and  of  final  a  or 
d  with  initial  yowela  and  diphtiiongs;  1(V-12,  resulting  accentuation  and  nasal- 
ization; 13,  special  cases  of  uncombinable  final  d;  14,  of  elision  of  final  a,  d 
before  initial «  and  o;  15-17,  combination  of  final  i  and  «  rowels,  and  resulting 
accentuation;  18,  special  cases  of  uncombinable  final  i;  19-23,  elision  of  final 
y  and  «;  24-36,  uncombinable  final  towcUl  * 

L  Now  for  the  coalescence  of  two  vowels  into  ona 

An  introductory  heading  to  the  whole  chapter.  The  commentator 
paraphrases:  ^both  syllables  become  one  form,  of  the  same  kind.'' 

1.  cUhe  *tjf  ayam  adhikdrdh:  uhhe  akshare  ekam  rdpam  scffd- 
tiyam^  dpcbdyeU?  Uy  etad  adhUcrtam  vedUavyam  Ua  uUaram  yad 
vakBhydmdh. 

>  Cpoti  before  n^fMm.    *ICS&-yato. 

YOU  IX.  20 
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^  hhhmI;  H^rnf^n^ii 


2.  In  the  case  of  a  simple  vowel,  followed  by  a  similar  vowel, 
the  product  is  long. 

For  the  terms  samdndkahara  and  savarna^  see  roles  i2,3,  where 
they  are  defined.  The  grammatical  construction  of  the  rule  is  not 
simple,  or  easily  made  homogeneous  with  that  of  its  predecessor. 
The  commentator  brings  it  out  thus :  "  there  being  a  simple  vowel, 
followed  by  one  that  is  of  like  nature  with  itself,  these  two,  being 

{>ut  in  the  relation  of  predecessor  and  successor,  become  a  single 
ong  voweL"  His  examples  are  tvacam  grhnUhvd  ^ntaritan  rah- 
shaA  (Ll.8 :  only  O.  has  the  first  word ;  only  6.  M.  the  last),  rdsnd 
'«i  ^'nardnj/di  (Ll.2*),  and  atipasthd  devo  vcmaspatih  (12.2^  :  only 
6.  M.  have  the  last  word). 


sBrgnsnii^  h  ^  n 


8.  Now  for  cases  in  which  an  a-vowel  stands  first 

A  new  sub-heading,  having  force  as  far  as  rule  9,  inclusiva  The 
word  avarnapHroe  is  explained  by  the  commentator  after  the  man- 
ner of  a  karmadhdraya  compound,  as  meaning  '  that  which  is  both 
an  a-vowel  and  first,'  but  1  do  not  see  how  such  a  construction 
can  be  defended:  we  have,  rather,  to  understand  aksha^e^  and 
make  the  meaning  analogous  with  that  of  rule  2 :  ^'  when  there  is 
a  syllable  that  has  ah  a-vowel  before  it'* 


^oTTlfq^  ^*l(^ii8n 


4.  When  an  i^ vowel  follows,  the  product  is  e. 

The  commentator  explains  ivctrnapare  in  the  same  manner  as 
avarnapHrve  in  rule  3.  The  interpretations  might  hold  good,  if 
pHrva  and  para  were  taken  substantively ;  but  they  are  not  so  used 
anywhere  in  the  treatise.    His  chosen  example  is  ne  ^shtir  hhavor 

2.  samdndkahara  dtmanah  savarnapare  sati  pHrvdpcu/ibhUte^ 

'  ete  ubhe '  dtrgham  ekarn^  dpniUah\  yathd*:  tvao ;  rda- ; 

8  Up- savarnam  pararh  yaamdt  tcW  savarnaparam :  taamin*. 

1  Gk  M.  p^irvah  parak  tei  '  W.  0.  ins.  9tUy.  '  G.  M.  ins.  akshare.  *  W.  om. ; 
G.  M.  auOUham,  '*  B.  dpnotC    *  Q.  M.  0.  om.    "^  W.  om. ;  0.  tatrat    ^  W.  B.  0.  om. 

8.  ^athe  ^ty  ayam  adhikdrah:^  avarnapHrve*  sati  Hy*  etad  adhi- 
krtam  vedUavyam  ita  uttaram  yad  vakshydmah.  Hdam  adhikd- 
rdfUaram*  upasargapHrva  dram{x.9)  iti paryantam.  avarnap 
cd  UdupiUrvap  cd  ^varnapHrvah  :  ia9min\ 

0)  0.  om.  *  0.  -vofeOL  *  W.  om.  Uy.  (<>  G.  M.  ayam  adhikdra.  •  0.  adds  a»ar- 
nap^TV€, 


t 
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ti  (iL5.5^:  W.  reads  neshtu);  and  O.  alone  adds  mahendrdya 
(v.5.21;  p.  mahdrindrdya). 

5.  When  an  tt-vowel  follows,  the  product  is  o. 

The  commentator's  single  illastrative  example  is  ishe  tvo  ^^rje 
tvd  (Ll.l). 

6.  When  e  or  di  follows,  the  product  is  di 

The  examples  are  sam  brahmand  prcyaavdi  ^kcUdya  svdhd 
Ll.8:  O.  omits  the  last  word),  and  somdindrd  babhrukUdmdh 
v.6.16;  ^,  aomordindrdh). 
The  commentator  again  very  elaborately  explains  ekd/rdikdra- 
pare  as  a  karmadhdraya  compound,  formea  upon  ekdrdikdra  as  a 
dvandva;  and  remarks  that  the  same  explanation  applies  also  in 
the  following  rule. 

7.  When  o  or  du  follows,  the  product  is  diu 

The  examples  are  brahmdudanam  pacati  (not  found  in  the  TMt- 

4.  avarnapO/rva  ivarnapare  ca  scUi  ^  te^  vhJie  akshare  ekd/ram 

dpnutah.    ne  ^sh- ;  mah-,    ivarnap  cd^sdu  *parap  ce  ^varnar 

parah^:  t€umin. 

'  B.  M.  iziB.  ubhe  akahare.    '  0.  om.    <">  B.  pxirva^  ca  avcurnapiJmiah, 

5.  avarnapilrva  uvarnapare  ca  sati  te^  vbJie  akshare^  okdram 
dpnutah,    ishe 

»  G.  IL  0.  om.    « O.  om. 

6.  avarnapilrva  ekdrdikdrapare  ca  sati  te^  uhhe  akshar^  pHr- 

vdpartbhUte*    dikdram  dpnutah,    sam ;    som- ekdrap 

cdi  ^'^kdrap  cdi  ^kdrdikdrdu :  tayoh  samdhdra  ekdrdikdram :  ^samr 
dhdre  dvandvah  :^  tac  ca  taJtparam  cdi  ^kdrdikdraparam  karmar 
dhdrayah :  tasminn  ekdrdikd/rapasre^ ,  evam  *uparitane  'pi  siUre* 
samdsah. 

*  G.  M.  DHL    '  0.  om.    '  G.  M.  p^rv^^parCf  and  put  before  aJuJuirt,    <^  G.  M. 
om.    *  0.  om.    ^  0.  -tanaei^tre  *pu 

7.  avarnapdrva  okdrdukdrapare  ca  sati  te^  ubhe  akshare^  dukdr 
ram  dpnutah,    brah- :  ddm- ' 

1  Q.  IC.  0.  om.    '  G.  M.  0.  om.    '  G.  M.  add  ukiaa  scmdaak. 
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tiilya  Sanhit&,  although  it  \&  read  at  Tftittiil^a  Br&hmana  i.1.93 : 
we  have  brahmdudanam  pacet  at  v. 7.3^,  and  irahmdudanam  apa- 
cat  at  yL5.6  ^ :  O.  omits  pacati^  leaving  the  citation  such  as  might 
have  come  from  either  passage),  and  Mmnd  *pdu  **mbhan  (ii4.13). 

^1*3^'<^1^  "  ^  " 

8.  When  r  follows,  the  product  is  or. 

The  examples  are  ardharca  ekdm  (L6.10^),  and  dgneyya  rod 
^^gntdhram  (iiLl.6* ;  p.  dgneyyd:  fed). 

I  have  not  noticed  a  single  example  in  the  T&ittirijra  Sanhit&  of 
that  retention  of  r  unchanged  after  a  and  d,  only  with  correption 
of  the  latter,  which  is  the  rule  in  the  Rik  and  Yajasaneyi  Sanhit&s, 
and  which  appears  also  in  the  Atharva-Yeda,  though  against  the 
authority  of  its  Pr£lti9&kh7a  (see  Ath.  Pr.  iii46  note). 

9.  If  a  preposition  precedes,  the  product  is  dr. 

The  commentator  points  out  that,  as  the  implication  ^*  when  an 
o-Yowel  stands  first''  is  still  in  force  from  nue  8,  this  virtually 
means  ^*  if  a  preposition  ending  in  a  or  d  precedes  ;**  r,  of  course, 
is  inferred  from  the  preceding  rule.  According  to  the  list  of  prep- 
ositions given  at  i.  1 5,  then,  d,  pra^  ava^  and  upa  would  be  the  only 
words  authorized  to  form  with  initial  r  the  vrddhi  vowel  instead 
of  the  gunaj  pard  and  apa  being  excluded.  The  commentator 
brings  up  but  one  example  from  the  text,  namely  upd  rchaii 
(i5.9® :  (^.  M.  read  upd  rchaty  askanddya^  which  I  do  not  find 
anywhere :  we  have  asl^anddya  after  other  words  at  i6.8^ :  ii5.8* : 
vl3.8  ''3,  the  last  time  following  upd  ^syati;  possibly  this  text  was 
in  the  mind  of  the  scribe  who  added  cukanddya  in  the  comment 
on  the  present  rule) ;  he  gives  another  from  the  Jatd-texXj  ftavyd 
upo  '*pd  rtavyd  rtavvd  upa  (v.3.1 ' ;  4.2  >^,  and,  ftirther,  as  counter- 
example, showine  l^at  only  a  preposition  ending  in  a  or  d  pro- 
duces the  prescnbed  effect,  t^yrdoAam  vd  etat  ^.1.2'  et  aL:  O. 
omits  the  last  word).  Additional  cases  of  the  same  combination, 
with  d  and  ava^  are  quoted  under  rule  10  (at  the  end) ;  if  the  text 
affords  yet  others,  I  have  failed  to  note  them.  Nor  have  I  observed 
any  cases  of  the  different  treatment  of  pard  and  apa  before  ry  so 
that  here  also  I  do  not  discover  any  reason  for  the  strange  restriction 
of  the  class  of  prepositions  made  at  Ll5. 

8.  avarnapHrva  rkdrapare  ca  sati  te^  ubhe  akshare*  aratn  Ui 
vikdram  dpnutah.    ardhr ;  dgn- 

>  0.  om.    •  O.  M.  0.  om. 

9.  avarnapdroa  ity  anuvartate^:  tasmdd  upasargapdrva  Uy 
avi^havarndntoktdv^  avarndnto  'yam*  tq^asargcu  tcuydi  *va  gra- 
hanam:  fkdrah  sdnhnidhydl  labhyaie.  tqiKuargapHrva  ^kdrcgMMre 
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10.  When  an  acute  enters  into  the  combination,  the  result  is 
acute. 

That  is  to  say,  as  the  commentator  points  out,  when  the  first 
oonstitnent,  or  the  second  constituent,  or  both  constituents,  have 
the  uddUa  accent,  their  combination  is  t^dUa,  He  gives  a  long 
list  of  examples  in  illustration  of  the  working  of  the  rule,  prom- 
imng  that  they  shall  exhibit  the  whole  series  ofVowel-combinations 
just  prescribed,  firom  the  second  rule  to  the  ninth,  with  all  possible 
conditions  of  accentual  combination.  Thus,  savitd  prd'  ^rpayatu 
(Ll.l;  p.  prd:  (xrp-:  yf.  reads  -ya^t),  brdhma  yachd  ^pd  ^gne 
(il.7* ;  p.  yaeha:  dpa)^  ydjyd'i  "  ^vd'i  hiam  (iLS.S^ ;  p.  y(^d:  d': 
eod  :  enam  :  the/>ad!a-manu8cripts  have  i  Ui  for  d';  and  so  with  the 
other  prepositions),  pdshd'  '^  ^cUiaUa  (L5.1 ' ;  p.  pdthd:  d':  adhaUa: 
W.  B.  read  -tte)^  divt'  ^va  cdkshtth  (L3.6*  and  iy.2.9* ;  p.  divi :  iva : 
for  this  accent,  which  is  opposeci  to  the  teachings  of  all  the  other 
P^ti9akh7as,  see  under  rule  17  of  the  present  chapter),  adyd  vdau 
viMBo^  W  ^ndro  hi  devd'ndm  (115.3^ ;  p.  vasati:  Ui:  indrah:  O. 
reads  at  the  end  ^ndram  eva,  which  I  do  not  find  anywhere  in  the 
Sanhita),  mdiirdvarunt  ^ty  dha  (iL6.7^ ;  p.  -nt :  i^i).  The  ques- 
tion is  then  raised,  whether  the  word  9itnniyam  (yi2.4^)  does  not 
fidl  under  this  rule,  since  it  exhibits  a  coalescence  into  one  sylla- 
ble of  two  yowels,  whereof  one  is  acute ;  but  the  reply  is  made, 
that  a  special  rule  in  a  later  part  of  the  chapter  (r.l7)  prescribes 
for  it  the  circumflex.  The  examples  are  contmued :  rito  dadhdtH' 
H  9akthydh  (yiL4.19' ;  p.  dadhdtu:  t^),  vdncupdtayd  'nil'  ^t  tUh- 
fhanii  td'n  (yiL4.8*;  p.  dnu:  {U:  only  G.  M.  haye  tdn\  and  id* 
diksha'  ^pd  ^dcidhata  (y.5.5^;  p.  dikskA:  ^pa:  G.  M.  omit  td\ 
So  many  are  examples  of  the  combination  of  two  similar  simple 
yowels  into  a  long  yowel :  the  rest  illustrate  the  cases  of  coales- 
cence in  which  a  or  d  precedes.     They  are  %i  ^md'rh  no  havyddd- 

ea  sati  Uf  vbhe  akshare*  dram  iti  vikdram  dpnutah,    upd- ; 

rt- avarndntopasargavi^hanena*  kim :  vyr- vpasar- 

gap  cd  ^9du  pdrvap  co  ^pasargapHrvah :  tcuminn''  upcuargapHrve^. 

>  G^.  M.  0.  om.  ofM*.  '  W.  vifeikdvar-;  B.  viftihoMd  y<Uhd;  G.  M.  affiftshokio 
*pi;  0.  anfeOuiktdv  api.  >  0.  om.  ayam,  *  G.  M.  om.  *  B.  G.  M.  0.  om.  *  G. 
IC.  0.  ttpo*-;  G.  M.  B.  -Oieifo.    ^  B.  om.    •  G.  M.  om. 

10.  uddUadharmavi^fUe  varne  pHrvatah  parata  ubhayaio  vd 
ithUe  8aH  te  ubhe  apy  ekddepam  dpanne^  uddttadharmakam*  dp- 
nuiah,  uddUo  'syd  ^stl  Hy  uddUavdn:  tasminn  uddttavati.  so- 
mdndk^haram  drabhya  sarvasmdd^  ektbhdve  *yathdkramam  uddt- 
tdnuddttasvaritapdrva  tihhayor  uddtte  vo*  ^ddharandni  dar^yi- 

thydmah*.    taw- ;    brahr ;    ydj- ;  pUsh- ;    div- 

• .*  adya ;  mdit- nanu  sUnniyam  ity  atro  ^ddUe- 

ndi  ^kddepe  saH  kim  na  $ydd  ayam  vidhih:  uddUapiXrvddhikdre 
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tim  (iv.6.6®  ;  p.  sdh :  imd'm :  compare  rule  v.  17),  tdth  ghi  ^d  agnir 
vrdhd'  (ii.6.113  ;  p.  gJm:  U:  only  G.  M.  have  the  last  word^,  sava- 
namukhkaavanamykfie  kdryi  Hi  (viL6.5* ;  p.  kdryd:  Ui:  B,  omits 
the  first  savanamitkhe)^  si  ^d  u  hotd  (Ll.l4^  ;  p.  sdh:  U:  compare 
rule  V.17 :  W.  B.  omit  the  last  word) :  so  many  are  examples  mider 
rule  4.  Now  follow  those  mider  rule  6 :  prdkshitam  gopdyata 
(YiLl.l2;  p.  prd^ukshUam:  6.  M.  omit  this  example),  urfa  sth6 
^^rfarh  vo  bhakahtya  (L5.6*;  p.  stha:  Oi'ijam:  O.  omits  the  last 
word),  avdyiishd  W  Sahadhindm  (i.2.8* ;  p.  »u-dy^hd:  iU:  6.  M. 
omit  this  example  also),  and  ime  ev6  ^pa  dhatte  (y.2.7^;5.d3 ;  p. 
evd :  Upa).     The  examples  under  rule  6  are  nd'i  ^nam  pratydshcUi 


(\nL6.6* ;  p.  evd:  dindrina\v%  hi  tdd  avdHryati  '<*  (vii.1.6* ;  p. 
ava^d'iryata)y  and  finally,  from  the  Jatd-text^  devibhya  d'indhd  % 
^ndha  aevihnyo  devibhya  d'indha  ^iL6.9':  but  G.  M.  give  only 
the  samhitd'VedkdSngy  devebhya  dindka).  To  illustrate  rule  7,  we 
have  kshcUrdsya  cd'u  ^jase  jithomi  (iiLS.l'**;  p.  ca:  djcise:  B.  O. 
omit  the  last  word),  svd'hd'u  ^ahadhtbhyah  (i8.13^;  p.  svd'hd: 
6sh'\  sd'u  ^shadhtr  dnu  rudhycue  (iv.2.3®,113;  p.  adh:  dshadhih: 
another  case  under  rule  v.l7:  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word),  prd'u 
^^kshth  kind  ^pd  Ui  (iL6.6> ;  p.  prd:  diikahih:  G.  M.  omit  the  last 
word),  and  arund  ha  sind  ^^hd'u  "joaveptA  (vil.9*  ;  p.  dha:  d't^- 
-ve^h).  Under  rule  8,  a^ain,  fall  dgneyyd  red'  '^'^gntahram  (iii.1.6  * ; 
p.  dgneyyd':  rcd')^  8d'i\d'  ^syd  rddhih  (vi.6.10*;  p.  aaya:  r'dr 
dhth),  d'indhd  rshishtiUah  (ii.5.9*;  p.  d'indha:  r'ahistutah)^  and 
evd  rshir  asvadayat  (v.  1.10*;  p.  evd:  r'shih).  Under  rule  9, 
finally,  we  have  d'rtim  d'  Wehati  (l5.2*  et  aL;  p.  4';  rcAa^e),  and 
avd'rchaiy  evdm  dvdram  (iL6.3* ;  p.  ava-r'chati), 

11.  When  a  nasal,  the  result  is  nasaL 

The  commentator  quotes  rule  xv.6,  which  declares  it  to  be  the 

saty  *ilbhdve  pa  (x.lY)  iti^  sUtrena  svaritasya  vipeahavidhdndd^ 

iti  brdmaJi,    reto ;  van- ;  td evarh  aanidndksfiara' 

samhUdydni  ektbhdvo*  'nyatrd^  ^pi  draehtavyah}'^.    evam  avarnch 

pUrvcUve^^  'pi  vakshyate^^:  se .*  tarn ;  sav- ;  ae  ^d 

pro- ;    Urja ;    svd ;    ime ;    ndi ;    eka 

athdi ;  yan ;  indr- ;  vi ;  deve- ;  kahor 

evdr :  sdu .•  prdu ;   art/- .•  dgn- .•  sdi 

dindha ;  eva ;  drt- .•  avd evamddV*. 

*  W.  prdp'.  *  B.  G.  M.'  •rmam.  *  0.  -tminn;  G.  M.  upaaargdntam.  <^  G.  M. 
udiUtdnudaUawaHtdndm  parvatve  ca  paratve  ca  uddttayor  uddttaive  oa  yathdkra- 
mam.  *  0.  prod-.  <^  O.  M.  vhhdv  eva  saH,  ^  a.  M.  -vidhind.  •  W.  B.  -vc  •  O. 
M. '«ra.    ^^W.'vydh.    "  G.  M.  var^.    >9  G.  M.  4k    »  G.  M. -dayoA. 
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opinion  of  some  authorities  that  final  simple  vowels,  not  pragraJuzs^ 
are  nasal ;  and  he  states  that  the  present  precept  has  reference  to 
them :  if  such  a  nasal  vowel,  being  acnte,  enters  into  a  combina- 
tion of  the  kind  above  described,  the  resulting  single  syllable  is 
nasal  Examples,  he  says,  are  those  already  given.  And  he  adds 
that  the  rule  is  not  approved. 

I  cannot  at  all  believe  this  to  be  the  true  interpretation.  The 
role  seems,  on  the  other  hand,  to  belong  to  and  represent  the  same 
view  of  the  nature  of  a  syllable  ordinarily  regarded  as  containing 
anuwdra^  which  appears  so  unequivocally  at  xv.l ;  and  to  mean 
that  when  such  a  syllable,  being  looked  upon  as  one  containing  a 
nasal  vowel,  instead  of  a  vowel  with  succeeding  omusvdray  enters 
into  combination  with  another  vowel  (of  course,  a  preceding  one), 
the  result  is  also  nasal.  Thus,  for  example,  yoA  with  anyum 
would  make  yb  'npum;  svdhd  and  ansdbhydm  (viL3.16^''),  9vdhd 
^ifisdbhydm. 

12.  When  circumflex  and  grave  are  combined,  the  result  is 
circumflex.  ^ 

The  examples  of  this  accentual  result  of  combination,  as  given 
by  the  commentator,  are  as  follows:  kanyh  'va  timnd'  (iii.1.11®; 


and  dtJia  kvd  ^syd  fiavaniya  Ui  (v.  7.4^  ;  p.  kvd  :  asydh :  O.  omits 
the  last  two  words).  He  then  goes  on  to  point  out  that  the  word 
svaritaj  ^  circumflex,'  being  used  in  the  rule  without  any  distinct- 
ive sign,  we  are  to  understand  the  "  constant"  (nitya)  or  " independ- 
ent''  circumflex  (see  rule  xx.2)  to  be  intended.  For  this  alone 
arises  at  the  time  of  production  of  letters  and  syllables,  elements 
of  words ;  but  the  other  kinds  of  circumflex  arise  after  the  time  of 
origin  of  words,  in  connection  with  the  euphonic  combination  of 

11.  apragrahdh  samdndkahardny  anundsikdny^  eke- 
shdm*  (xv.6)  ity  ekeshdm*  matam:  tdn  ttddi^d  ^yam  vidhih,  tas- 
minn*  uddttavaty  anundsike  pHrvatah  parata  ubhayaJto  vd  sthite 
saty  *  ubhe  *  akshare  anundsikadharmam  ekam  dpnutah,  uktdny 
evo  ^ddharandni, 

m 

I  0.  om.    *B.  G.  M.  0.  om.    *  G.  M.  0.  yeahdrh;  B.  eBJUdrh,    «  W.  iasmdd. 
*  G-.  M.  0.  ins.  te,    *  B.  0.  ins.  apy.    <^  G.  M.  om. ;  0.  ne  *darh  sAtram  iahtixm. 

12.  svaritdnuddttayoh  samnipdta  ekdde^  saty  ubhdv  apt  tdu 

wariiam  dpadyete^.    yaJbhdf:   kanr ;    chav- :  ydj- .• 

atha iha  svaritcuyd*  ^vi^hena^  grahane  nUyasvarita  eva* 

grhyate:  Uuya  waritasya*  vyafljandndm  akshardndm  cd'  padd- 
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syllables  and  words,  by  the  requirement  of  such  roles  as  xiv.29 
and  xiiO ;  and  therefore  primary  quality  belongs  only  to  the  ^'  con- 
stant''  circumflex:  whence,  hj  the  rule  ^^when  a  general  state- 
ment is  made,  that  which  is  pnmary  should  be  regarded  as  int^id- 
ed,^'  it  is  proper  that  the  constant  circumflex  shomd  be  here  under- 
stood. In  such  cases,  then,  as  6thd  ^bravU  (iii.2.113),  where  the 
long  d  resulting  from  the  combination  of  the  final  a  of  (Ma,  which 
has  the  enclitic  circumflex  (by  xiy.20),  with  the  initial  a  of  abravtt, 
which  is  grave,  has  itself  tne  enclitic  circumflex,  this  is  not  in  vir- 
tue of  the  present  rule,  but  fiAlls  under  the  same  general  rule 
(xiv.29^  that  prescribes  the  enclitic  circumflex. 

To  tnis  effect  the  commentator:  and,  whatever  we  may  think  of 
the  argument  by  which  he  attempts  to  prove  that  svariia  in  the 
rule  means  only  nitj/a  waritOj  we  shall  not  question  the  sound- 
ness of  his  conclusions. 

5?  NIHI4l(HM(l^(yMls*liy5llPlH-Hi^  II  \%  U 

18.  Exceptions  are  dhd,  mdy  and  pd,  when  followed  by  asi; 
also  budhmyd,  jyd^  d  pUshd,  and  aminanta — ^before  a  vowel 
belonging  to  the  text 

That  is  to  say,  these  words  constitute  exceptions,  not  to  the  last 
rules  respecting  accentuation,  but  to  those  which  prescribe  the 
combination  of  a  final  a  or  d  with  the  following  initial  voweL 
The  commentator  cites  the  passages  in  which  the  first  three  occur 
before  cui^  as  follows:  svcuihd  cuyurvi  (Ll.9^),  MzAo^rawya  pro- 
md  OM  (iv.4.11 3 :  O.  omits  the  first  word),  and  dffianvann  ivapra- 
pd  cut  ^5.12^  :  O.  omits  the  first  two  words).  I  have  also  noted* 
for  dhdy  varcodhd  (m  (12.1^),  dhd  asi  waahd  asi  (il6.4^),  and 
abhidhd  cm  (viLl.ll ') ;  for  md,  pratimd  asi,  vimd  cut,  and  tmmd 
OBiy  all  in  the  same  section  and  division  (iv.4.113)  with  pramdj  as 
quoted:  and,  for  pd^  vratapd  asi  (Ll.l4^;  2.3M  vLl.4*)  and  cail> 
thushpd  asi  (L2.1').  To  explain  the  added  specification  '*  when  fol- 
lowed by  aH^  the /KM^o-readings  are  quoted  for  us,  namely  svadhe 

vayavdndm  tUpattikdla  eva  sambhavdt:  anyeahdm  tu*  pada^pcU- 
tikdldcP  Urdhvam  akshardndm  paddndm  ca^*  samhitdydm  udd^ 
tdt  paro  'nuddttah  (xiv.29). i^»  vidhdndt  tasminn  anudd^ 
te  pHrva  ^^uddttah  svaritam^^  (xiL9)  ity  ddV^  ca:  Uumdn 
nityaeydi  ^va  mukhyatvam:  sdmdnyoktdu  ca**  saiydm  mukhye 

sampratyaya  iti  tasydi  ^va  wiidro  yukiah:  athd ity  dddv 

ekddepasyo  *ddUdnantarabhdviivdd^*  uddttdt  paro  'nuddttah 
Mvaritam  (xiv.29)  ity  anendi  'va  avaritcUvam  vijUeyam. 

>  G.  M.  ekmn  iipmUak.    *  G.  M.  om.    *  W.  0.  -a^    «  B.  -ika^a;  G.  M.  -ako- 

r%eva.    »  O.  (MIL    •  B.  4a;  G.  IL  m;  0.  mtvo.    '  W.  om.    •  G.  M.  ca.    •  G. 
paro-;  O.  oporv-.    »  W.  om.;  G.  M.  O.  vd.    <*<>  G.  M.  tiddtiam,    >>  0.  onu 
»W.oilL    i«  G.  M.  0. -fuint-. 
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Hi  Bvordhd  (only  W.  has  svordhd  in  the  repetition),  prame  Hi  pror 
-mdy  prape  Hiprorpd  (O.  omits  the  readings  ofpramd  SLudprapd), 
Farther,  to  explain  the  final  specification  drshey  *"  before  a  vowel 
belonging  to  the  text,'  W.  gives  next  the  ^a^readings  of  svadhd 
€ui  and  prapd  aaij  namely  svadhd  asy  aai  svadhd  svadhd  asij  and 
prapd  aay  asi  prapd  prapd  cm;  O.  has  only  the  former,  and  sub- 
stitutes for  the  latter  dhruvd  ^H  dharund  (iv.2.9';  3.7^),  which 
would  be  in  place  as  a  counter-example  showing  that  other  words 
than  those  specified  in  the  rule  are  not  treated  as  it  prescribes 
before  <m,  but  is  not  introduced  as  such,  and  does  not  make  its 
appearance  at  all  in  the  other  versions ;  B.  also  has  only  the  for- 
mer (reading  at  the  end  svadhd  ^8i\  and  adds'  evam  ddtj  ^  and  so 
on.'  6.  M.  give  no  ^'o^d-readings  at  all  here,  but  pass  directly 
from  the  poifa-readings  to  the  quotations  illustrating  the  remain- 
ing words  of  the  rule,  namely:  pra  hudhniyd  irate  (iv.3.18*»:  G. 
M.  owtpra) ;  dhanvan  jyd  %yam  (iv.6.6**^ :  only  G.  M.  have  the 
first  word);  d  ptishd  etv  d  vasu  (ii.4.6*),  with  a  counter-example, 
tam  pUshd  ^dhaUa  (L6.1^),  to  show  that  pUshd  after  any  other 
word  than  d  is  not  uncombinable ;  and  d  te  suparnd  aminanta 
eodih  (iiiU  1*  :  G.  M.  omit  the  first  two  words,  O.  the  first  three). 
Now  the  question  is  asked  again,  "  why  is  it  said,  *  when  a  vowel 
from  the  text  follows  V  "  and  W.  B.  O.,  having  settled  the  point 
already  so  far  as  dhd^  mdy  and  pd  were  concerned,  replv  by  quoting 
the  Jei^readings  of  the  other  four  words,  each  with  its  successor, 
thus :  budhniyd  trata  trate  hudhniyd  budhniyd  irate  (but  B.  reads 
hudhniye  ^rate^  and  O.  budhnye  ^^rate^  the  last  time),  Jyd  iyam 
iyamjydjyd  iyam  (B.  O,  again  have  Jye  ^yam  at  the  end),  pUshd 
etv  eiu  pUshd  pdshd  etu  (B.  O.  again  pUshdi  ^tu  in  the  third  repe- 
tition), and  aminanta  evdir  evdir  aminantd  \tiinanta  eudih  (B.  O. 
once  more  aminantdi  ^vdih  to  close  with).  G.  M.,  however,  who 
have  the  application  of  drshe  in  the  first  part  of  the  rule  still  to 
illustrate,  give  us  here  a  most  liberal  series  of  extracts  from  the 
jafd-text :  first,  for  asi  svadhd  (1.1.9^  or  iL6.4*),  namely  asi  svadhd 
svrtdhd  asy  asi  svadhd;  then  for  svadhd  asi,  as  scX  down  above 
(with  svadhd  ^si  at  the  end,  like  B. ;  but  it  seems  a  merely  accident 
tal  coincidence,  for  in  all  the  other  cases  the  third  pair  of  words 
reads  like  the  first,  with  the  hiatus);  for  iva  prapd,  iva  prapd 
prape  "^ve  ^va  prapd ;  for  prapd  asi,  as  above  reported  from  W. ; 
for  pra  budhniyd:  for  hudhniyd  Irate,  as  in  W. ;  for  dhanvan  jyd; 
for  jyd  iyam^  as  in  W. ;  for  d  pUshd,  d  jyilshd  pdshd  "  "  pUshd; 
for  pUshd  etu,  as  in  W. ;  for  supariid  aminanta,  suparnd  ami- 
nantd ^minanta  stwarnds  suparnd  aminantii ;  and  for  aminanta 
evdf'h,  as  in  W.  From  all  this  illustration,  we  seem  authorized  to 
draw  the  inference  that  the  words  mentioned  in  the  rule  as  having 

13.  dhd:  md:  pd:  *  eteshv*  antyasvara  drshe*  pdthe* 'siparah : 
budhniyd:  jyd:  d  pdshd :  aminanta:  eteshv*  antyasvara  drshe* 

svaraparah  ptirvavidhim  na  prdpnbti,    yathd\'  sva- ;  sah- 

••  dhanr ;   asipara  iti  him:  sva- ;  ^prar ;  pra' 

VOL.  IX.  30 
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endings  exceptionally  uncombinable  in  aamhUd  nevertheless  com- 
bine with  iti  in  padkxrtext^  and  also  exhibit  their  uncombinable 
quality  in^'a^  only  before  the  words  whose  sequence  calls  out  that 
quality  in  aamhitd — -pUshd^  for  example,  uniting  with  its  predeces- 
sor d  into  ptlshd,  and  aminanta  with  itself  into  aminantd  ^mi- 
nanta  (only,  if  we  may  trust  the  example  given,  wcidhd  being 
held  apart  m>m  its  predecessor  asi^  because  this  happens  to  be  the 
same  word  with  its  successor :  and  it  is  by  no  means  impossible 
that  the  manuscripts  are  in  the  wrong  upon  this  point).  But  this 
would  be  quite  sufficiently  intimated  by  the  single  restriction 
drahe^  without  adding  asi  also ;  and  that  the  latter  is  specifically 
intended  to  apply  to  the  />a<^reading8,  and  the  former  to  the  Jo^, 
is  not  easily  to  be  believed.  The  aH  would  have  best  reason  to  be 
introduced  because  the  words  mentioned  occur  also  before  other 
vowels,  with  which  they  enter  into  combination — only,  to  be  sure, 
I  have  not  noted  any  cases  in  which  they  do  so. 

14.  When  followed  by  eshiah^  etana^  eman,  odmanj  oshtha^  or 
evah^  an  a- vowel  is  elidei 

That  the  elision  mentioned  in  the  rule  is  of  an  a-vowel  is  a  con- 
sequence of  the  continued  implication  of  the  introductory  rule  x.3, 
above — although,  as  the  commentator  fsuls  to  point  out,  that  im- 
plication was  interrupted  by  rules  10-12,  and  was  expressly  stated 
at  the  outset  to  remam  in  force  through  rule  9.  The  passages  con- 
templated are  quoted  by  the  commentator,  as  foUows:  a^y*  eshtd 
rdyah  (i2.11'),  ^mitdra  upetcma  (iiLl.4*,6^),  apdm  ^t?"  ematU 
addaydmi  (iv.3.1),  apdm  tv^^  odmant  addaydmi  (iv.3.1 :  G.  M.  O. 
omit  sddaydmi  in  both  these  citations),  svdh*^  ashthdbhydm 
(vii3.16'),  upaydmam  ctdharen^  oshthena  (v. 7. 12:  O.  omits  the 
first  word),  and  nir  amimat  evap  chandah  (v. 3.5^  :  O.  omits  the 
last  word).  These  are,  so  far  as  I  have  discovered,  all  the  cases  of 
application  of  the  rule  that  the  text  contains.  The  commentator 
notes  that  rule  L22,  which  allows  a  theme  ending  in  a,  quoted  in  a 
rule,  to  stand  for  its  various  derivative  forms,  is  the  warrant  for 
regarding  oshthdhhydm  and  oshthena  as  involved  in  oshtha.    The 


.•  • 


drshaitikim:  sva- .•*  ^^pra ;'•  dhan- .*  d  ptk- 

;  ^^dkdrah  kimarthah  :^^  tarn ;  d  te ;  drshasvarapch 

ra^^itikim:  ^^hudhr :  jyd :  pilr ;  amr ". 

1  O.  ins.  ify.    *  R  G.  M.  eOw,    >  B.  G.  M.  -tha,    *  B.  pMhdkdlt,    «  B.  G.  M.  0. 
esko,    •  G.  M.  -MapdfAe.    '  B.  G.  M.  0.  om.    (»)  0   om.    <*)  G.  M.  om.    cwo  B. 

tvam  ddi;  0.  dhru- ;  G.  M.  om.    (^*)  G.  M.  dkdrena  kirn,    "  0.  ool  para, 

OS)  See  the  note,  above. 

14 Uy  evamparo'varno^  lypyate:  athd  ^varnapHrve 

(x.3)  Uy  aniivariandd^  avarna*  Ui iiibhycUe.  apt- :  patnir ; 

apdm ;  apdm ;  Bvdhr ;  oshfhapabdasya  sarvdvadha- 
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same  two  cases  were  given  by  him  in  illustration  of  the  previous 
rule  (see  note  to  l22).  As  general  counter-examples,  to  prove  the 
implication  of  "an  o-vowel,"  we  have  pityoshthah  pitibhnch 
(v.6.14),  and  pityoshehdya  avdhd  (vii3.17). 

,  15.  An  i-vowel  and  u  become  respectively  y  and  v. 

Here,  the  conmientator  tells  us,  the  implication  "  preceded  by  an 
o-vowel "  ceases,  but  the  implication  "  followed  by  a  vowel "  has 
force — which  implication  comes  all  the  way  from  rule  10  of  the 
preceding  chapter.  The  rule  says  ukdra^  'short  w,'  instead  of 
uvarna,  'an  w-vowel,'  because  long  H  has  already  (by  iv.6)  been 
declared  pra^a/ia,  and  protracted  ito  is  made  uncombinable  be- 
low (by  X.24).  The  examples  are  abhy  asthdt  (iv.2.8"),  Hty  apyd- 
ma  (1.3.143),  and  dpHshd  etv  d  vasu  (iL4.6*). 

16.  And,  when  they  are  acute,  a  following  grave  becomes 
circumflex. 

The  word  "  and "  (ca),  we  are  told,  brings  down  from  the  pre- 
ceding rule  the  "  i-vowel  and  w,"  there  described  as  suffering  a  cer- 
tain effect.  The  examples  given  of  the  production  of  this  Kind  of 
circumflex  accent,  later  (xx.l)  described  as  the  kshdipra^  are  vy 
^vd'i  *nena  pdri  dhatte  (v.S.ll^:  only  G.  M.  have  the  last  two 
words),  and  apsv  dgne  (iv.2.11*).  As  counter-examples,  we  have 
first  n^d*  tdrh  dhakahy  atasdm  (i2.14^)  and  mddhv  agnd'ujuhdti 
(iL3.2'),  to  show  that  unless  the  converted  vowels  are  acute,  no 
circumflex  appears ;  and  then,  to  prove  that  the  following  vowel 
must  also  be  grave,  tdd  ydd  rcy  adhy  akshdrdni  (iL4.11 » :  G.  M. 
omit  the  first  word),  sd  tv  ^d'i  yajeta  (iL6.6®  et  aL:  G.  M.  omit 
this  whole  example),  and  in  nv  ^d'  Upaattrnam  ichdnti  (16.7^) : 

sya grahanam  bhavati  grahanasya  ca  (122)  iti  vacandt:  upay- 
;  nir *avarno  lupycUa*  iti  Mm:  pity- ;  pity- 

*  G.  M.  -9ap<2rvo.  *  W.  -tamdnindd;  G.  M.  4amdnah.  '  G.  M.  avarnapitrva. 
<^  B.  -ifop&rvo  l-;  0.  ^alopa;  G.  M.  -nap^irvcu 

16.  avarnapdrvddhikdro  nivrttah:  avaraparddhikdraa  tu  var- 
taie:  atha  svaraparo  yakdram  (ix.lO)  iti  pdrvddhydye pra- 
krdntah,    ivarnokdrdu  paddntdu^  svarapardu  yathdsamkhyena* 

yavakdrdv  dpadyete.    abhy ;  Hty ;  d  piX- dUrghor, 

sya  pragrahavidhdndt  pliUasya  sa^hdhinishedhdd  ukdrasya  kdrot- 
taratvam*  krtam  :  ivarnokdrdu  yavakdrdv  iti. 

>  W.  puts  after  the  next  word.    '  G.  M.  -khyam.    '  G.  M.  vakdr-. 
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compare,  for  the  peculiar  sandhi  in  these  last  two  examples,  rule 
V.13. 

3;>n%  ^  II  \^  II 

17.  Also  when  H  is  the  product  of  the  combination. 

The  ^^  also  "  (ca)  of  this  rule  is  interpreted  as  implying  that,  as 
in  the  case  of  the  combination  last  considered,  the  nrst  element 
going  to  form  the  tt  must  be  acute,  and  the  second  grave.  As  ex- 
amples of  the  combination  and  its  accentual  result  are  given  ^iVn- 
/ttt/am  iva  (vi2.4* ;  p.  8iirunntyam\  siVdgdtd  (viLl.8* ;  p.  Mi-ud- 
gdtd)^  and  md^"^  ^Uishthan  (viL6.22 ;  p.  mds^:  w^) ;  to  which  G. 
M.  add  dikshijC  ^padddhdti  (v.5.6*  ;  p.  aikahii:  upordd).  The  only- 
other  case  of  the  kind  which  I  have  noted  in  the  Sanhita  is  ^H^por 
aadandh  (vii5.20 ;  p.  s^iritpc^ada/nah).  The  conmientator  adds  a 
couple  of  counter-examples:  the  ^i^^  ^Upasthd'  devdh  (L2.23;  p. 
9iHipa8thd'h)j  shows  that  the  former  u  must  be  acute ;  the  other, 
td'  dikshU'  pd  ^dadhata  (v.5.5*),  that  the  latter  u  must  be  grave. 

A  later  rule  (xx.5)  gives  this  particular  variety  of  the  circum- 
flex accent  the  nsLme  praplishfa. 

None  of  the  other  Yedic  texts  has  an  accentual  usage  corres- 
ponding with  this.  Indeed,  there  is  not  in  the  Atharvan  a  single 
case  of  a  combination  of  two  u's  such  as  is  here  contemplated,  nor 
has  any  from  the  other  Yedas  come  to  my  notice ;  if  such  there  be, 
they  are  left  to  follow  the  general  analogy  of  combinations  of 
acute  and  grave  into  one  homogeneous  vowel  (as  illustrated  under 
rule  10,  above'),  the  acute  element  raising  the  other  to  its  own 
pitch  and  making  the  result  acute.  On  the  other  hand,  an  excep- 
tion to  this  general  analogy  is  made  in  the  other  Sanhita  (and 
duly  explained  in  their  P^ti94khyas:  see  Rik  Pr.  iiL7,  Yftj.  Pr. 
iv.ld2,  Ath.  Pr.  iiL56),  in  favor  of  the  coalescence  of  two  short  Cs 
into  a  long  t;  if  the  former  be  acute  and  the  latter  grave,  they 
produce  together  a  circumflex.    Of  such  a  combination,  I  have 

16.  c(zkdr(ihpilrv(i8iUrokt(xnimiUindv^  Hvarnokdrdv  anvddi^i: 
uddUayof^  ivwrnokdrayoh  paro  'nuddUap  ca*  svaritam  dpadyate, 

vy .*  apsv uddUayor  iti  him :  ntpd .•  madhv ; 

paro'nuddUaiH  kim:  tad .'  sa ;  in 

>  a.  M.  -Uino  'pi.    (>)  G.  M.  om.    >  O.  om. 

17.  cakdrah  pHrvoddUcUvdnvdkarshakahK'  ^parasyd  ^nuddtta- 
tvcun  anvddi^i    ea'.    pHrveno  ^ddUena  paraayd    ^naddUasyo 

^*bMve  kriyamdn^  Bvaritafh  Jdntydt.    yathd:  sUn- ;   s^d- 

;  md- ;   ^dik- .'*  pHrveno  ^ddUena  kim:  sUp- .• 

parasyd  ^ntiddttasye  ^H  kim  :  td 

1  B.  0.  jnirvaayo  *(f-;  0.  -ivdmik';  G.  K.  pitrvoddUam  paraMMddtiarh  ed  ^kar- 
tihaiiL    <^a.  ILom.;  0.  ODLco.    *  G.  Id.  om.    (^  W.  B.  0.  om. 
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noted  about  thirty  cases  in  the  Taittiilya  text  (examples,  one  in 
each  book,  are  L3.6*:  iil.3*:iiL6.62:iv.l.6^:  v.1.7^:  vil.l®:  vii.5. 
1^) ;  the  accentuation  is  throughout  acute,  as  we  should  expect. 

^  %^  ftffr  II  \z  II 

18.  Exceptions  are  jyef?  and  mithunt 

That  is  to  say,  these  words  are  exceptions  to  rule  16 — and,  being 
thus  exempt  from  the  conversion  there  prescribed,  and  there  being 
no  other  rule  requiring  their  alteration,  they  remain  unchanged,  as 
if  they  were  pragrahds.  Their  examples  are  ^ditena  f^ett  ahwrvr 
ta  (y.S.d  ^ :  O.  omits  the  first  word ;  ^el%  occurs  also  in  the  next 
division  of  the  same  section,  though  not  before  a  vowel),  and  na 
mithuni  abhavan  (v.d.6' :  B.  omits  na).  The  latter  word  is  found 
in  two  other  places — atiiL4.9^  and  vi6.8® — exhibiting  the  same 
oncombinable  quality ;  and  in  the  latter  place  it  has  ^een  made 
(at  iv.58)  the  subject  of  special  exception  as  not  Vkpragraha.  The 
f>6M2a-text,  in  fact,  writes  both  words  as  if  no  peculiar  character 
belonged  to  them. 


g^  gcHlf^  Mq|*|(\  II  ^^  II 


19.  But  y  and  v  are  elided,  when  preceded  by  an  c^voweL 

The  word  "but**  {tu)  in  this  rule,  the  commentator  says,  annuls 
the  application  of  the  rule  to  anv  other  y  and  v  than  such  as  are 
the  products  of  prescribed  eupnonic  processes,  and  makes  these 
alone  the  subjects  of  its  action.  As  a  y  or  v  can  never  occur  as 
final  except  by  euphonic  conversion,  the  particle  has  no  very  use- 
ful office  to  fill,  according  to  the  interpretation.  Evidently  enough, 
H  is  used  here,  as  elsewhere  in  the  treatise  where  a  specinc  force  is 
sought  for  it  by  the  comment,  simply  as  indicative  of  a  sudden 
change  of  subiect. 

Vastly  the  largest  class  of  cases  falling  under  the  rule  is  that  in 
which,  by  ix.10,  a  visarjantya  has  been  converted  into  y  after  a,  d, 
ds  before  another  vowel  than  a.  In  illustration  of  this  class,  the 
commentator  quotes  dpa  undantu  (L2.1  ^),  dhruvd  asmin  gopatdu 
(Ll.l :  6.  M.  O.  omit  the  last  word\  and  na  vidtyds  iti  (vLl.9^). 
The  next  class  consists  of  cases  oi  final  e  and  di^  converted  into 
ay  and  dy  by  ix.11,14 :  the  examples  are  ima  evd  ^smdi  (ii4.103), 
and  dsdmahd  eve  ^mdu  (viL5.2  ^).  Tet  another  class  embraces  the 
endings  mdnoi  which  the  n  was  turned  to  y  (with  nasalization 
of  the  d,  or  with  anusvdra  added,  by  xv.l-d)  according  to  the 
rules  at  tiie  end  of  the  last  chapter  (ix.20'24) :  the  selected  exam- 
ple is  martydfi  dvive^  (v.  7. 9^).    But  the  rule  teaches  also  the 

18.  ^eti:  mithunt:  ity  etayor  antyaavaro  yathdvihitam^  ya- 

toanh  nd  ^^padyate.    yathd^:  pydi- ;  na 

1  0.  om.    *  W.  a.  It  0.  om. 
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elision  of  final  v;  and  p.  boldly  gives  examples  for  this,  as  well: 
namely,  vdyav  ishtaye  (ii.2.128  :  W.  adds  durone)^  and  ahdv  ana- 
data  (v.6.1^),  although  the  text,  by  a  usage  which  the  comment 
ratifies  under  the  next  rule  but  one  (x.21),  retains  the  v  in  such 
cases,  and  it  is  retained  by  O.  in  these  very  phrases  given  to  illus- 
trate its  omission.  W.  has  only  the  former  of  the  two,  foolishly 
prefixing  to  it  avarnapHrva  iti  kim,  *  why  is  it  said,  **  when  an  a- 
vowel  precedes?"'  The  other  manuscripts  pass  the  point  with- 
out notice  here,  leaving  it  to  be  settled  under  rule  21.  The  true 
counter-examples  for  this  precept,  showing  that  the  elision  takes 
place  only  after  an  «-vowel,  are  given  by  Sll  alike :  they  are  ahhy 
asthdt  (iv.2.8*),  and  hrtsvasah  (iv.2.113). 

sftl^^FT  II  ^0  II 

20.  Not  so,  according  to  Ukhya. 

Ukhya  denies  that  y  and  v  are  omitted  in  any  case ;  and  would 
therefore  read  dpay  undantu,  imay  eva^  martydny  dy  and  so  on. 

^m^   Hffr^W  II  t^\  II 

21.  Not  V,  according  to  Sariikrtya. 

The  connection  of  this  rule  is  somewhat  anomalous,  but  its 
meaning  is^  sufficiently  evident.  Samkrtya  dissents  from  the  prin- 
ciple laid  down  in  rule  19,  like  Ukhya;  "but"  (tu)  his  dissent 
does  not  go  the  whole  length  of  the  latter's;  according  to  him, 
only  V  is  "  not "  elided.  As  the  commentator  has  it,  the  fact  that 
this  rule  teaches  an  exception  is .  inferred,  "  by  vicinage,"  from  its 
predecessor :  its  tu  is  intended  as  an  annulment  of  the  opinion  of 
former  teachers.  And  he  declares  that  it  alone  is  approved,  while 
the  two  that  precede  (the  former  of  them,  of  course,  only  so  far  as 
it  is  inconsistent  with  this)  and  the  two  that  follow  (B.  O.  omit  this) 
are  rejected.  The  examples  are  those  already  given  by  a  part  of 
the  MSS.  under  rule  19,  namely  vdyav  ishtaye  durone  (ii.2.12* : 

19.  avarnapHrvdu   svarapardu  yakdravaJcdrdv}  lupyete,    yor 

thd:  dpa ;  dhru- .•  na ;  ima .•  dsdr ;  •  vdy- 

;    *ahdv .'*    mart- eoampHrvdv*  iti  Mm:    abhy 

;  hrt- tu^abda  itardu  yavakdrdu  nivartayann  ddega- 

prdptayor  evd  ^nayor  lopavishayatvarh  dyotayati,   avarnah  pHrvo 
ydbhydm  tdv  avarnapHrvdu, 

1  G.  M.  yavak-.    '  W.  ins.  avarnapi^rva  Ui  him.    (^  Only  in  0.    *  G.  IC.  aoar- 
MP-- 

20.  tikhyasya  *  pdkhinah  pakshe*  'varnapitrvdu*  yavakdrdu  na* 
lupyete.    uktdny  evo  ^ddharandni. 

*  G.  M.  ins.  mate.  *  G.  M.  mate,  '  0.  'pt^rvdu.  *  B.  om.  G.  M.  have  mixed 
tof^efher  to  Bome  extent  this  and  the  following  oomment 
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W.  B.  omit  this  example ;  O.  puts  it  after  the  other  one,  and  leaves 
gS  durone),  and  ahdv  anadatd  hate  (v.O.l^  :  O.  omits  hcUe), 

This  is  rather  the  most  striking  example  afforded  us  of  the  over- 
riding by  the  commentary  of  the  obvious  intent  of  the  Prati9a- 
khya  itsell  The  usase  of  the  existing  Taittirtya  text  is  on  the  side 
of  the  comment:  we  have  a  similar  resolution  of  the  final  a  of  vo- 
catives into  av,  with  retention  of  the  «,  at  L2.I32  twice;  4.39; 
6.123:  ii2.12*»8;  4.123;  6.11 » :  iii.2.10' :  vL4.33.  Of  dv  as  result  of 
final  du  before  a  vowel,  I  have  failed  to  collect  the  examples ;  but 
had  there  been  any  cases  of  the  omission  of  the  v,  I  think  I  should 
not  have  omitted  to  observe  and  note  them. 

22.  According  to  Macakiya,  both  are  omitted  when  followed 
by  u  or  o. 

Instead  of  Macakiya,  the  southern  manuscripts  have,  both  in  the 
role  and  in  the  commentary,  Msiyikaya. 

All  the  manuscripts  of  the  commentary  declare  that  "  respect- 
ively "  {yatJidsamTchyam)  is  to  be  understood  in  the  rule-^that  is 
to  say,  that  it  directs  us  to  drop  y  before  w,  and  v  before  o;  but 
their  examples  do  not  support  this  interpretation,  and  it  is  palpa- 
bly a  false  one.  It  is  difficult  to  believe  that  the  rule  itself  is  not 
corrupted,  and  that  it  ought  not  to  read  ukdrdvkdraparo  lupyate^ 
*  V  is  dropped  before  w  or  o '  (it  does  not  occur  in  the  text  before 
ii) ;  for,  while  we  can  discover  no  phonetic  reason  for  the  omission 
of  y  before  a  labial  vowel,  there  is  a  very  obvious  difficulty  in  the 
utterance  of  v  (to)  before  u  (no  real  Sanskrit  word  begins  with  vw, 
nor  can  I  recall  it  in  the  interior  of  a  word  except  as  the  rare  re- 
sult of  sandhi) ;  and,  as  thus  amended,  Macaklya^s  view  would  ac- 
cord with  the  accepted  doctrine  of  the  Rik  Prat,  (it 9-1 1),  and  with 
one  mentioned,  though  not  adopted,  by  the  Vaj.  Pr.  (iv.l25). 

The  illustrative  examples  given  are  in  part  those  which  have 
appeared  already,  even  more  than  once,  under  the  preceding  rules : 

21.  sdmnidhydn  niahedho  lahhyate,  sdrhkrtydsya  mate'varnor 
pHrvo  vakdro  na  lupyate:  yakdraa  tu  lupycUa  eve  Hy  arthah, 

^vdy- ;*  ahdv pHrvdcdryamatanivartakas  tu^abdah, 

entrant  idam  eve  ^ahtam :  na  tu  pHrvadvayam}  paradvayam*  ca. 
0)  W.  B.  om. ;  0.  puts  after  the  other  example.    '  0.  purvas&trad-,    '  B.  0.  om. 

22.  yakd/ravakdrdv    avanxapiXrvdv  uhdrdukdrapardu    lupyete 

yathdaarhJchyam}  mdcdkiyasyd*  ^"^cdryasya  mate*,    dp  a ;  yd 

evampardv  iti  kim:  ta ;   vdy- lupyete  itt  "^ha 

punardrambhah  pHrvasiUradvayasthitanatlcch*  sambandhapankd- 

nirdkarandrthah*. 

*  • 

^  O.  om.;  Q.  M.  after  mate.  *  Qt.  M.  mdyikdyasyd,  as  hi  the  rule  itself.  >  B.  G. 
M.  maUma»    *  W.  -k^anana ;  B.  -tajana ;  0.  'tananahha.    ^  0.  om.  faiikd ;  W.  -iktmn. 
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dpa  undantu  (L2.1*),  and  yd  oshadhayah  (iv.2.6*'*:  bo  W.  B.  ; 
but  G.  M.  O.  give  instead  yd  jdtd  oshadhayah^  iv.2.6') ;  to  which 
O.  adds  an  example  for  v,  namely  pcUaJcratav  ut  (L6.12^  :  it  ought, 
in  illustration  of  the  nile,  to  read  patakrata  tU),  putting  it  be- 
tween the  other  two.  Counter-examples  are  ta  enam  bhishajyanti 
(iL3.11^  :  we  are  to  understand,  apparently,  that  Macaktya  would 
read  tay  enam)^  and  vdyav  iahtaye  (ii.2.12^). 

The  commentator  remarks  in  conclusion  that  the  repetition  of 
lupyete  in  the  present  rule  (it  was  read  above,  in  role  19)  is  in- 
tended to  remove  all  suspicion  of  the  continued  implication  of  the 
negative  which  forms  a  part  of  the  two  preceding  rules. 


^Tjft   ollrflMHiHMl:  II  ^^  II 


28.  According  to  Vatsapra,  they  are  imperceptibly  uttered. 

It  might  admit  of  question  whether  the  "  they "  here  spoken  of 
are  final  y  and  v  in  general,  or  onlv  y  and  v  followed  by  u  and  o, 
as  specified  in  the  last  rule.  As  tilings  stand,  the  use  of  the  de- 
monstrative etayoh  rather  favors,  though  not  unequivocally,  the 
latter  interpretation,  and  it  is  the  one  adopted  by  the  commenta- 
tor. But  if  the  preceding  rule  be  restored  to  what  we  have  sug- 
gested above  as  its  more  probable  original  form,  then  the  etayoh 
will  be  very  well  in  place  here  as  referring  to  y  and  v  in  general ; 
and  this  interpretation  is  supported  by  the  fact  that  the  Ath.  Pr. 
(iL24)  and  P&nini  (viii.3.18)  ascribe  a  like  opinion  to  another  gram- 
marian, ^ukati'iyana,  whose  peculiar  views  upon  the  subject  are 
likewise  hinted  at  by  the  Vaj.  Pr.  (iv.l26).  As  the  meaning  of 
lepa  is  defined  to  be  luptavad  tACcdranam^ '  utterance  as  if  omit- 
ted,^ there  is  not  much  for  the  two  opposing  parties  to  contend 
about. 

JT  MHU^t^  II  t^S  II 

24.  Exceptions  are  protracted  and  pragraha  vowela 

Such,  namely,  are  exempt  from  the  rules  of  combination — and 
not  merely  those  given  in  this  chapter,  but  also  such  as  are  found 
elsewhere:  for  example,  at  ix.11,12.     There  is  nothing  about  the 

23.  ^vdtiopraaya  mata  etayor^  yakdravakdrayor*  avarnapHr- 
vayor  le^h  eydt^.  lepo  ndma  luptavad^  uccdranam,  etayor  ity 
ukdrdukdrapardu  nirdipati.    uktdny  evo  ^ddhar{f7idni. 

<^)  B.  om.,  along  with  the  rule.    '  Only  in  W.    •  G.  M.  0.  yavak-,    *  B.  -tarn. 

24.  ^na  khalu  plutah  pragrahap  ca^  samdhioidhim   bhc0ete*, 

yathd :  astu ;  te ityddividhdu  nishiddhe  'nyaeminp  cd 

^ndrabhyamdne*  prakrtiva<P  bhavati, 

<*)  G.  M.  pUktOf  capragrahof  ca  etdu  na  khahk    <  W.  B.  0.  -iak.    *  G.  M.  ''rabh-. 

^  0.  -tyd. 
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rule  pointing  out  that  it  has  a  bearing  so  extensive.  Only  one 
example  is  given  for  each  class:  ctatu  ACS  ity  abrUtdm  (viLl.O*), 
and  te  enam  abhi  (il5.6^). 

The  commentator  points  out,  as  he  did  not  take  the  trouble  to 
do  under  rule  18  of  this  chapter,  that,  the  rules  of  combination 
being  thus  suspended  with  reference  to  these  two  classes,  and  no 
other  rule  being  given  about  them,  they  remain  in  their  natural 
condition. 

All  the  Prati9akhyas  have  rules  equivalent  to  this  (Rik  Pr.  ii.27 ; 
YkS.  Pr.  iv.84 ;  Ath.  Pr.  iil33 ;  in  the  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  173  1  over- 
looked the  present  precept  of  the  Taittirlya-Prati9akhya) ;  none 
assumes  that  the  pronouncing  a  vowel  to  be  pragraha  exempts  it, 
eo  ipso^  from  phonetic  combination. 

^^  ^^  II \\\\ 

25.  Also  the  remaining  vowel. 

That  is  to  say,  the  vowel  remaining  after  the  omission  of  the 
final  y  or  V  is,  like  those  mentioned  in  the  preceding  rule,  exempt 
from  farther  combination.  According  to  the  commentator,  tne 
"  also  "  (ca)  of  the  rule  brings  forward  "  y  and  v,"  the  fact  of  their 
constituting  an  exception  is  inferred  from  the  neighborhood  of  the 
preceding  rule,  and  parah  means  '  another,'  and  qualifies  aamdhih 
understood :  "  no  further  combination  takes  place."  This  seems  to 
me  inadmissible,  as  there  has  been  no  suggestion  of  any  such  word 
as  samdhi.  Perhaps  para  may  be  better  understood  of  the  vowel 
"  following  "  the  y  and  v  of  which  the  chapter  has  been  treating. 
It  needs,  at  any  rate,  some  violence  to  bring  in  the  rule  with  the 
meaning  which  it  is  evidently  intended  to  bear:  no  one  would 
have  any  right  to  guess,  from  its  form  and  position  alone,  at  what 
it  is  aimed. 

The  commentator's  examples  are  dpa  undantu  (i.2.1  *)  and  agra 
imam  (Ll.5").  In  reply  to  the  objection  that  it  would  be  enough 
to  state  the  implication  of  the  rule  as  "where  an  omission  has 
taken  place  "  instead  of  "  an  omission  of  y  or  v,"  he  brings  up  se 
^du  hotd  (i.1.14*),  adi  ^nd  ^nikena  ^iv.3.132  et  al.),  and  sdu  ''sha- 
dhih  (iv.2.33),  as  examples  of  an  elision  of  a  final  which  does  not 
prevent  the  fiirther  combination  of  its  predecessor  and  its  succes- 
sor under  the  rules  of  this  chapter. 

25.  cakdrdkrshtayor  yavaJcdrayor  lope  sail  parah  ^samdhir  na 

bhavatV     yathd^:    dpa .*    agra sdrhnidhydn  nishedho 

labhyate.  nanu  lope  aait  "^ty*  etdvatdi  ^vd  ^lam :  yavaJcdrayor  iti 
kirn,    se  'rf ;  ^sdi ;*  sdu ;  ity  ddi. 

iti  tribhdshyaratne  prdti^dkhyavivarane^ 
dapamo  'dhydyah, 

(^  O.  M.  aamdhividhm  na  bhajcUe,  *  G.  M.  ora.  »  w.  om.  iH.  (^)  0.  om.  *  0. 
BddB  prafhamaprofne. 

VOL.  IX.  31 
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1.  But  a  is  elided  when  preceded  by  e  or  o. 

The  subject  of  the  omission  or  retention  of  initial  a  after  final  e 
or  o,  and  of  the  accent  thence  arising,  occupies  the  whole  of  this 
chapter  and  of  the  one  next  following,  the  cases  of  retention  being 
mostly  rehearsed  in  this.  No  attempt  is  made,  here  any  more 
than  in  the  treatment  of  other  similar  matters  in  the  work,  to  effect 
a  real  classification — much  less,  an  explanation^-of  the  facts  dealt 
with.  Nor  have  I,  on  the  other  hand,  drawn  up  such  a  classifica- 
tion, as  I  did  for  the  Atharva-Veda  (see  Atiiarva-Prati9akhya, 
under  rule  iii.64).  Doubtless,  if  drawn  up,  it  would  show  nearly 
the  same  state  of  things  to  prevail  in  the  Taittirtya  as  in  the 
Atharvan  text :  namely,  that  the  elision  is  the  greatly  prevailing, 
almost  exclusive,  usage  in  the  prose  passages ;  while,  in  the  metri- 
cal passages,  the  a  is  more  usually  retained  where  the  metre 
requires  its  retention,  and  omitted  where  the  metre  requires  its 
omission — although  with  numerous  exceptions,  of  which  the  most 
regular  is  that  the  a  is  dropped  in  writing  at  the  beginning  of  a 
pdda,  where,  of  course,  it  was  always  retained  in  metrical  utter- 
ance. The  general  subject  of  the  relation  of  the  written  and 
spoken  texts  to  one  another  in  regard  to  this  special  point  is  well 
worth  an  elaborate  investigation,  founded  on  au  the  Vedic  texts. 

For  the  word  "but"  (tu)  in  the  rule  is  given  an  alternative 
explanation.  Some,  the  commentator  says,  regard  it  as  suspending 
the  force  of  the  exceptional  rule  x.24 ;  othera,  as  marking  the  dis- 
continuance of  the  general  direction  "  followed  by  a  vowel,"  which 
has  been  in  action  since  ix.lO.  As  in  other  like  cases  heretofore, 
we  have  no  good  reason  for  applying  it  to  any  particular  rule  or 
phrase ;  it  merely  marks  an  abrupt  transition  to  a  new  subject, 
somewhat  exceptional  in  its  relations  to  the  principles  already  laid 
down.  The  subject  was,  however,  anticipated  and  provided  for  in 
rule  ix.ld. 

1.  ekdrapHrva  okdraptlrvo  vd  '*kdro^  lupyate,    yathd^:  te .* 

•«o *   tu^abdo  na  plittapragrahdv  (x.24)  iti  niahedhasam- 

batidhavidhirh*  nivartaycUt  Hi  kecit :  svaraparddkikdrarh  niv^a- 

yatf  Hy  apare  aamgirant-e,    *ekdrap  cdu  '^kdrap  cdi  ^kdrdukdrdu  ;* 

ekdrdiikdrdu  pHrvdu'  yasmdt*  sa  tathoktah, 

1  all  the  MSS.  akAro,  *  G.  M.  om.  (*>  B.  om.  **  G.  M.  Axtindhi;  0.  -ftoiKOkam. 
*  G.  M.  nivcurtayati.    <*>  in  W.  onlj.    ^  B.  om.    ^  G.  M.  yaaya. 
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To  illustrate  the  rule,  only  two  phrases,  both  of  frequent  occur- 
rence, are  quoted :  namely  te  'hruvan  (ii.6. 1  ^  et  al.)  and  80  *bravit 
(iLl.2»  etal.). 

In  the  other  Pr£kti9akhyas,  the  apparent  loss  of  initial  a  after  e 
or  o  is  treated  as  an  absorption  6f  it  into  its  predecessor,  or  a  uni- 
fication of  the  two.  See  Ath.  Pr.  iiL63  and  note,  and  rule  19  of 
this  chapter,  where  a  somewhat  similar  view  seems  suggested. 

All  the  MSS.  excepting  B.  read  in  the  rule  ekd/raokdrapilrvah ; 
and,  where  the  rule  is  quoted  (i61  and  ix.l3),  we  have  six  cases  of 
this  reading  against  three  of  ekdrduh-.  But  the  former  is  simply 
an  instance  of  the  usage,  so  common  in  the  commentary  (see  above, 
p.  4),  of  separating,  for  the  sake  of  clearness,  the  elements  of  com- 
pound words,  or  otherwise  disregarding  the  rules  of  sandhi, 

2.  Now  follow  cases  of  non-elision. 

The  rest  of  this  chapter  is  occupied  with  an  enumeration  of  the 
cases  in  which  initial  a  is  retained.     First,  in  rule  3,  a  number  of 

{passages  are  specified  in  which  non-elision  is  the  rule,  and  elision 
as  determined  by  the  rules  of  the  next  chapter)  is  exceptional ; 
then,  in  the  following  rules,  more  isolated  cases  are  disposed  of. 

MMIj^^H^IuQ  11^  II 

8.  The  a  is  not  elided  in  the  following  sections :  those  begin- 
ning with  dhdtd  rdtih  and  upa ;  those  styled  vdjapeya;  those 
beginning  Yf'\\hjush'a  and  (;yeiidya;  those  styled  ukhya ;  those 
beginning  with  dhruvakshitih^  iyam  eva  sd  yd,  and  agnir  mUrd/id  ; 
the  first  and  the  next  to  the  last  of  the  rvdra  chapter ;  and  those 
styled  vikarsha,  vihavya,  hiranyavarniya,  y^jy^i  and  raahdpr- 
shthycL 

Here  are  pointed  out  not  less  than  seventy-three  sections  or  anur 
vdkojt,  in  which  a  is  not  elided  (except  in  the  cases  specified  in  the 
rules  of  the  next  chapter).  Those  designated  by  the  annotation 
of  their  first  words  are  L4.44;  5.5:  iii.1.10;  2.8:  iv.3.4,11 ;  4.4.  The 
vdjapeya  sections  are  six,  namely  i. 7. 7-1 2.  The  ukhya  sections 
(as  pointed  out  above,  under  ix.20)  are  twenty,  namely  iv.1.1-10; 
2.1-10.     The  rudra  chapter  is  iv.5,  containing  eleven  sections; 

2.  ^athe  Hy  ay  am  adhikd/rah:^  alopa  ucyata  ity  etad  adhikrtaih 
veditavyam  ita  tUtaram  yad  vakahydmah.  ^na  lopo  'lopah:'^  lopd- 
hhdva  ity  arthah, 

(1)  G.  M.  om.    <*>  all  MSa  na  lopah  aiopah. 
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those  here  referred  to,  then,  are  iv.6.1,10.  The  name  vikarsha 
belongs  to  five  sections,  namely  iv.6.1-6.  Three  sections,  iv.7.12- 
14,  are  styled  vihavya.  The  hiranyaimrntya  section  (as  shown 
under  ix.20)  is  v. 6. 1.  The  ydjyds  have  been  repeatedly  the  subjects 
of  prescription  in  earlier  chapters  (iii.9,11 ;  ix.30);  they  are  twenty- 
three  sections,  namely  Ll.14;  2.14;  3.14;  4.46;  6.11;  6.12;  7.13;  8.22: 
ii.1.11 ;  2.12;  3.14;  4.14;  5.12;  6.1 1,12:  iii.1.11;  2.11;  3.11;  4.11;  5.11: 
iv.1.11;  2.11 ;  3.13.  The  mahdprahthya  sections,  finally,  are  the 
first  six  of  those  which  (as  seen  under  ix.20)  bear  the  name 
prshthya  ;  th ey  are  i v.  4. 1 2 ;  6. 6-9 ;  7. 1 5.  , 

Section  i.4.44  is  quoted  by  its  two  first  words,  instead  of  by 
dhdtd  only,  according  to  the  commentator,  because  of  the  occur- 
rence in  another  pdlchd  of  a  section  beginning  dhdtd  devebhyo 
'surdn  (G.  M.  omit  asurdn).  Again,  iv.3.4  is  quoted  by  dhruva- 
kshitih,  instead  of  by  dhruva  (the  first  pada  of  dhruva^kshitih, 
L48),  because  dhruva  (by  i.22)  would  include  dhruva^,  and  there 
is  another  section  beginning  with  this  word,  and  containing  cases 
of  elision,  dhruva  'si  dhruva  *han  sajdteshu  bhUydsam  (i3.9*: 
only  G.  M.  have  the  last  two  words),  which  would  otherwise  be 
violations  of  the  rule.  Yet  again,  to  quote  iv.3.11  by  iyam  simply 
would  not  answer,  because  L2.4  begins  with  iyam  te  ^ukra  tanUr^ 
and  contains  a  case  of  elision,  sagarbhya  'nu  aakhd  sayHthyah 
(i.2.4^:  only  O.  has  the  last  word;  G.  M.  omit  the  example).  6ut 
why  quote  by  so  long  a  phrase  as  iyam  eva  sd  yd^  of  which  the 
last  two  words  are  unnecessary  ?  To  this  objection  there  is  an 
alternative  answer :  some  say  that  it  is  for  the  benefit  of  the  dull- 
minded;  others,  that  it  is  intended  to  include  a  verse  which, 
though  occurring  in  another  place  (at  i.4.33),  is  a  remainder  to 
this,  and  which  contains  the  case  of  non-elision  a  te  yanti  ye 
aparishu pa^dn  (i.4.33:  G.  M.  ().  omit  pa^ydn).  Now  it  is  true 
that  the  single  verse  constituting  L4.33  is  of  kindred  subject  with 
iv.3.1 1,  and  in  the  Rig- Veda  forms  part  of  the  same  hymn  (i.ll3) 
with  parts  of  the  latter ;  and  it  is  also  true  that  the  combination 
ye  aparishu  is  not  otherwise  authorized  by  the  Pniti9akhya ;  but 
it  is,  of  course,  little  less  than  absurd  to  assert  that  an  excessive 

3.  ^dhdtdrdtlr  ity^  ddishv  anuvdkeshv  ekdraptlrva  akdrapHrvo 
vd  ^kdra  na  lupyate.    ^dhdtd  rdtir  (i4.44)   ity  atra  yathd:* 

nidh' .*  rdti'ritiklm:  dhdtd  devebhya  *  surdn  iti  ^dkhdntare. 

*upaprayanta  adhvaram   (L5.5)  ity  atra  yathd*:  dre 

deva  savitah  pra  suva    (i.7.7)    ity   *ddi  ahadanuvdkdndik* 

v(j^apeya8aihjnd:  "atrayathd:^  te  no ;  te  ay  re jushto 

vdca  (iill.lO)  *ity  atra  yathd*:  yas ;  'yo '    ^yendya 

^patvane    (iii.2.8)   ity  atra  yaihd*:    namah ;    vi^ve 

ukhye  yathd*:  ^rnv- .*  namo dhruvakshitir  (iv.3.4) 

"«/y  atra  yathd^^:  vipve ;    Urmir ;   ^^kahitir  iti  him: 

dhruve  Hy  ^^akdrdntaaya  yadV*  yrahanam  8ydt^\'  dhruva 

ity  atra  bhaved'*  iti.^*    iyam  eva  sd  yd  (iv.3.11)  *Hty  atra^\' 
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quotation  of  the  beginning  of  the  one  anuvdka  has  any  right,  or 
can  have  been  intended,  to  include  the  other.  The  right  of  i.4.d3, 
it  may  be  remarked,  to  stand  in  the  text  to  which  our  Frati9ukhya 
applies,  is  assured  by  the  contemplation  of  others  of  its  phonetic 
phenomena  by  rules  found  elsewhere  (most  unequivocally  by  vi6) ; 
its  case  of  non-elision  would  seem  to  have  been  overlooked  by  the 
makers  of  the  treatise,  but  discovered  by  the  commentators,  some 
of  whom  have  tried  to  force  it  violently  within  the  ken  of  their 
rules.  It  is  necessary  to  quote  iv.4.4  by  two  words,  because  l6.3 
also  begins  with  agnih^  and  in  it  we  find  yo  me  'nti  diire  Wdttyati 
(l6.3  ' :  the  example  is  wanting  in  G.  M.).  Finally,  instead  of 
prshthya  passages,  the  mahdprahthya  are  specified,  because  of 
such  cases  as  prthivt  te  'ntarikshena  (v. 2. 12*:  the  anuvdka  is 
prshthya^  but  not  mahd2yrshthya). 

The  commentator  cites  one  or  more  examples  from  each  of  the 
sections  or  sets  of  sections  which  the  rule  specifies,  as  follows. 
From  the  section  beginning  dhdtd  rdtih  is  taken  nidhipatir  no 
oflr/ii/t  (i.4.44*);  it  contains  three  more  cases,  and  one  exception. 
From  that  beginning  with  upa  comes  dre  asme  ca  (L6.6^)  ;  it  con- 
tains six  other  cases,  and  one  exception.  From  the  vdjapeya  sec- 
tions, te  no  arvantah  (i.7.82)  and  te  agre  a^am  d  ''yufljan  (L7.7*) ; 
they  contain  eleven  examples,  and  eleven  exceptions.  The  section 
beginning  with  jiishta  yields  ya^  te  an^uh  (iii.1.10*),  and  O.  alone 
adds  yo  drapao  an^ih  (iii.1.10') ;  there  are  two  other  cases,  and 
no  exception.  From  the  pyendya  section,  namah  pitrhhyo  abhi 
(iiL2.82)  and  vi^ve  arapd  edhate  (iii.2.8*) ;  there  are  four  other 
cases,  and  two  exceptions.  From  the  ukhya  sections,  ^nvanti 
vipve  amrtasya  putrdh  (iv.l.l*:  only  W.  has  putrdh)  and  narno 
astu  sarpebhyah  (iv.2.83) ;  they  yield  seventy-five  cases,  and  forty- 
five  exceptions.  From  the  section  dhruvakshitih  are  cited  the 
only  two  examples,  vi^ve  abhi  grnantu  (iv.3.42)  and  itrmir  drapso 
apdm  asi  (iy,SA^:  only  G.  M.  have  asi)',  there  are  no  exceptions. 
From  the  section  beginning  iydrn  etc.  are  taken  ketutn  krnvdne 
qfare  (iv.3.1M:  G.  M.  omit  ketum)  and  trayo  gharnidao  anu 
(iv.3.11');  there  are  three  other  cases,  and  one  exception.     The 


ketum .•  trayo ;  iyam  ity  '"etdvatdi  ''vd  ^la7u:^*  iyam 

te  ^ukra  tawdr  (i.2.4)  ity  "atra  sag- ity  atra  md  bhUd  iti: 

sd  ye  ^ti  padadvaynm^''  mandadhiydm  pratipattyartham  iti  kecit: 
anye  tv  anyathd  kathayanti:  asyd  ^nuvdkasya  ^habhUtd  ^^ya 

rg^*  any  atra  sthitd  sd  ^pi  ^^svtkartavye  WV  o  te agnir 

mtlrdhd   ^'^diva   (iv.4.4)    ity  atra  yathd^"":    sa ;   end ; 

milrdhe'*ti  kim:  agnir  md  durishtdd  (i.6.3)  ity  atra  ^^yo  me 

'*     rudrapra^asya    prathamopottamdnitvdkayor    yathd'^: 

namo .*  drdpe ;  uta .•  tUtamasya  pdrvatah"  samni- 

krshta  upottamah,    apmann  iirjam  (iv.6.1)  ^*ity  ai/rd  ^nuvdka- 

paficagyd'*   vikarshasamjfid:   fatrd^^  ''nyaut ;  pdvako 

vdjo  nah  aapta  pradi^a^*  (iv.V.12)  ity-atrd^''  ''''dyanuvdkatror 
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firat  example  here  is  not  well  chosen,  since  the  e  of  Jcrnvdne  is  pra- 
graha^  ana  pragraJuia  are  not  contemplated  in  the  general  rules  for 
elision :  see  xiLs  and  note.  From  the  agnir  mUrdhd  section,  aa 
1/ofate  arushah  (iv.4.4*)  and  end  vo  agnim  namasd  (iv.4.4* :  O. 
omits  namcLsd) ;  there  are  three  other  cases,  and  one  exception. 
From  the  specified  sections  of  the  rudra  chapter  are  taken  namo 
(Mtu  ntlagrtvdya  (iv.6.1®),  drdpe  andhasas  pate  (iv.6.10*),  and  uta 
md  no  arbhakam  (iv.S.lO^) ;  they  afford  fourteen  cases,  and  five 
exceptions.  From  the  vikarsha  sections,  anyam  te  asmat  tapantu 
(iv.6.  l'»*:  only  W.  has  tapantu)  and  pdvako  asmabhyam  (iv.6.1' 
etc.) ;  there  are  thirty-three  cases,  and  ten  exceptions.  From  the 
vihavya  sections,  vipve  adya  marutah  (iv.7. 12*:  ().  omits  martUah) 
and  mpve  devdao  adhi  vocatd  me  {\v,1,\^^ :  only  O.  has  vi^e)\ 
ten  cases  and  five  exceptions.  The  hiranyavariuya  section  affords 
three  cases  only,  of  which  one  is  cited,  eko  devo  apy  atishthat 
(v.  6.1®).  The  y^d  sections  afford  a  hundred  and  twenty-nine 
cases,  with   thirty-eight  exceptions;   the   selected  examples  are 

*  supathd  rdye  asmdn  {iA\l4^\  repeated  at  L4.43")  and  kdtnena 
krto  abhy  dnat  (Ll.H^:  W.  B.  O.  end  with  ahhi).  From  the 
mahdprshthyas,  finally,  come  vivasvad  vdte  abhi  nah  (iv.4.12*) 
and  807710  adhi  bravitu  (iv.6.6* :  O.  adds  no  dim,  doubtless  for  no 
'ditih,  which  follows  in  the  text) ;  they  contain  thirty-eight  cases 
and  nine  exceptions. 

This  rule,  accordingly,  disposes  at  one  stroke  of  three  hundred 
and  fifty-one  cases  of  tne  retention  of  a;  but  it  is  at  the  cost  of 

•creating  a  formidable  body  of  exceptions,  a  hundred  and  thirty-one 
in  number,  which  have  to  be  provided  for  by  the  counter-rules  of 
the  next  chapter — while,  once  more,  a  considerable  number  of  the 
cases  falling  under  the  rule  have  to  be  individually  specified, 
partly  in  that  chapter  and  partly  in  the  two  following  rules  of 
this,  as  exceptions  under  the  counter  rules.  It  is  a  complicated 
process,  but  it  successfully  attains  at  last  its  purpose. 

yasya  vihavya8a7hjnd :  tatra**  vi^ve .•   vi^ve hiran- 

yavar7itye*^  ya>thd*'*:  eko ydjydau  yathd*^:  supathd ; 

kdmena aatnid   dipdrh    (iv.4.12)   jtmiltasya    (iv.6.6) 

yad  akrando   (iv.6.7)    md  no   mitro    (iv.6.8)   ye  vdjinam 
(iv.6.9)  agner  mative  (iv.7.15)  itP^  shanndm  eshdm**  anuvd- 

kdndm  mahdprshthyasamjiid :  tatra   "   vivasvad ;    so  mo 

.*  maheHi  kim:  prthivt 

(»)  W.  B.  -rdH  'ty.  («>  G.  M.  krameno  'ddharandni.  (^)  G.  M.  upa  only.  (*)  G.  M. 
ddindrii  ahanndm  an-.  <*>  G.  M.  kUra.  <®)  G.  M.  om.  ^>  in  O.  only.  <^  G.  M.  om. ; 
W.  omit  yaihd.  »  G.  M.  om.  <'")  G.  M.  om.  t")  G.  M.  kshitigrahanam ;  0.  adds 
tadd  after  *yei<.  ^*)  0.  etdvanmdtrasya.  "  G.  M.  md  bhiid;  0.  api  hhavH.  ^*  0. 
om.  <">  G.  M.  om. ;  0.  adds  yathd.  0*)  G.  M.  ukte:  B.  adds  kim  anydik;  0.  etd- 
vatd  'lam  kim  Mi.  O'T)  a,  U.  atrd  'pi  'ty  acOiikopdddnam.  0^  W.  O.  yd  rg;  G.  M. 
yd  rk;  B.  ydm  rg.  09)  w.  B.  8vik<jroti;  0.  adds  yathd.  <^  G.  M.  om.  («0  G.  M. 
md  bhud  iti.  **  G.  M.  om.  **  W.  purvah.  (*^)  G.  M.  iti  prct^fioftya  dditak  paikcdnu- 
vdkdndm ;  0.  ddi  for  atra.  ^^  0.  tatra  yathd.  «•  G.  M.  om.  »'  G.  M.  O'.  om.  aPra. 
**  G.  M.  om. ;  0.  yathd.  »  G.  M.  -rndh.  »  G.  M.  om.  «  G.  M.  om.  »  B.  om. 
"  G.  M.  put  before  tiwmfdm,    ^  0.  ins.  yatf^d. 
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4.  Also  in  afihasah,  afihatih,  anishtrtah,  avantv  asmdn,  ava- 
dydi^  and  ahani. 

The  cases  of  non-elision  referred  to  are  as  follows :  for  anhasah, 
pramuficanto  no  anhasah  (iv.3.13*);  for  anhatih,  pari  dveshuso 
anhatih  (ii.6.11*);  for  animtrtah^  vardhatdrh  te  anishtrtah  (ivA, 
7*);  for  avantv  asmdn,  te  avantv  asmdn  (iL6.12^),  with  a  counter- 
example, te  no  *vantu  pitaro  haveshu  (ii.6.12*:  only  G.  M.  have 
hav€shu)y  to  prove  the  necessity  of  giving  asmdn  along  with 
avantu  in  the  rule;  for  avadydt^  mitramaho  avadydt  (12.14®); 
and  for  ahani^^itcih  gnkre  ahany  ojastnd  {iv.4. 12':  G.  M.  O.  stop 
at  ahant).  All  of  them  occur  in  passages  which  are  the  subject  of 
the  preceding  rule,  and  the  commentator  points  out  that  the  "  also  " 
(ca)  of  the  rule  brings  forward  the  implication  of  those  passages, 
and  that  to  any  of  the  words  specified,  if  occurring  elsewhere  in  the 
text,  the  rule  does  not  apply ;  citing  as  example  sa  evdi  ^nam  pdp- 
mano  'nhaso  munca^i  (ii.2.7* :  all  but  G.  M.  stop  at  anhasah).  At 
first  sight,  then,  the  rule  appears  to  be  a  superfluous  repetition  of 
part  of  the  cases  involved  in  the  preceding  one ;  in  fact,  however, 
its  value  is  that  of  a  rehearsal  of  exceptions  under  rule  xiL4,  which 
teaches  that  even  in  the  sections  above  specified,  an  a  before  a  y, 
V,  n,  or  A,  if  those  letters  be  followed  by  a  vowel,  is  elided.  The 
only  thing  calling  for  explanation  about  the  matter  is  the  connec- 
tion in  which  the  counter-exceptions  are  given,  which  is,  to  say  the 
least,  quite  peculiar. 

5.  Also  in  anu,  when  preceded  by  gharmdsah,  dpahj  martah, 
raihah^  tvah,  datte,  and  vdiah. 

This  rule  belongs,  in  part,  in  the  same  category  with  the  pre- 
ceding, as  pointing  out  cases  in  which  the  a  of  anu  is  retained 
according  to  rule  3  of  this  chapter,  notwithstanding  the  prohibi- 
tion of  rule  xii.4 ;  but  in  part  it  is  of  a  more  general  character, 
since  the  last  two  cases  lie  outside  the  sections  specified  in  rule  3. 

4.   *  cakdro    dhdtdrdtir     (xi.3)     ityddivishaydnvddepakah*: 

anhasah.- ity  eteshu  grnhaneshu  dhdtdrdtirityddisthaleshv* 

ekdrapdrvo    vdu*    '^kdrapdrvo    vd^    ''kdro    na    lupyate.    yathd*: 

prarn- .•  pari ;   vardhr ;   te ;    asmdn   iti  kim: 

te    no ;     mitr- ;     pucih yavanahaparatvdd' 

(xiL4)  eshu  prdpyamdnalopeshv  *  alopo  'yam*  vihitah,   anvddepaJi 
kimarthah:  sa 

'  Or.  M.  ins.  eteshu  grahaneshu.  ^  G.  M.  -disthakLmeh-.  '  B.  adds  cmtarva/rtishu ; 
Q.  IL  4dipaJttishu;  0.  -lavairtishu  aatsu.  *  G.  M.  0.  om.  vd.  ^  0.  om.  «  G.  M.  0. 
om.    '  W.  -rcUv;  G.  M.  'JMSvarapar-.    *  G.  M.  ins.  8€Usu.    •  W.  om.  j  B.  na. 
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The  commentator  explains  the  phraseology  used  as  signifying  that 
the  words  rehearsed,  having  their  final  visarga  [with  the  j)receding 
a]  converted  to  o  [of  course,  excepting  datteL  have  the  office  of 
preceding  causes — that  is,  of  producing  an  effect  upon  the  word 
that  follows  them ;  but  he  gives  no  hint  of  the  partial  suspension 
of  »the  implication  made  in  the  preceding  rule ;  intimating  rather, 
that  the  cases  rehearsed  are  all  of  them  exceptions  under  rule  xii.4. 
He  quotes  the  passages,  as  follows :  trayo  gharrtidso  anu  (iv.8.11 '), 
tasmdd  dpo  anu  athana  (v.G.P),  yadCt  te  marto  anu  (iv.6.7*),  anu 
tvd  roitho  anu  {iv.6.7^),  ptyati  tvo  anu  tvah  (iv.2.3*:  only  G.  M. 
have  the  last  word),  ^kram  d  datte  anuhdya  jdrydi  {iii.2.2^ :  6. 
M.  O.  omit  jdrydi),  and  dhanus  tad  vdto  anu  vdtu  te  (v.5,73»* :  O. 
ends  with  arniS,  To  show  that  other  words  than  anu  are  not 
relieved  from  tne  action  of  xii.4,  he  gives  us  amuahmin  lake  vdto 
'hhi  pavate  (v. 4. 9*:  all  but  G.  M.  begin  at  vdto) ;  and  further,  to 
show  that  anu  retains  its  a  only  after  these  words,  anu  gdvo  'nu 
hhayah  kanindm  {iv.6.7^:  only  G.  M.  O.  have  the  last  word). 

I  have  noted  ten  cases  in  which  the  a  of  anu  is  elided  under  the 
operation  of  rule  xiL4. 

5Erftc(MMy  II  \  II 

6.  Also  (after  vdtah)  in  ahhi  vdtu  and  apah. 

The  ca,  '  also,'  here  brings  down  as  pHrvanimitta  simply  vdtah, 
the  word  last  specified  in  the  preceding  rule.  The  cases  have 
nothing  to  do  with  xi.8 :  they  are  mayobhiXr  vdto  ahhi  vdtH  ^srdh 
(vii.4. 17":  G.  M.  omit  the  first  word,  and  they  alone  have  the  last), 
and  yad  vdto  apo  agamat  (yn.A.20:  O.  omits  agaj/tat);  and,  as 
counter-examples,  the  commentator  quotes  vdto  'hhi  (v. 4.9*)  to 
show  the  necessity  of  giving  vdtu  after  ahhi  in  the  rule,  and  ava 
rundhe  *po  'gre  ohivydharati  (vi.4.3^:  G.  M.  omit  the  last  two 
words)  to  attest  the  implication  conveyed  by  the  ca. 

^FSPFTW  II 13 II 


5.  atra  visargdntdndm  otvam  dpanndndm  pHrvanimlttatvam^ 

iti'   vijfleyam:  gham\<i%ah ity  evampdrva  anv   ity  atrd 

^kdro  lui  lu2)yate.  yathd :  trayo^ ;  tasmdd .*  yadd : 

anu ;   ptyati ;    ^ukram ;    dhanus* anv   iti 

kim :  amushmin .•  evawpdrva  iti  kim :  anu yavana- 

haparcUvaniAhed/idrtho*  *yam  drambhah, 

*  W.  G.  M.  -miUam.    *  0.  om.     c*)  a  lacufia  io  B.    *•  G.  M.  yavanahasvarapO' ;  0. 
shedhanishefdrtlio. 

6.  cakdro  vdta  ity  anvddi^ii:  ahhi  vdtu:  apah:  ity  etayor 

akdro  vdtahpHrvo  na  *  lupyate,    mayo- vdtv  iti  kim:  vdto 

^yad '    anvdde^na  kim :  av a 

*  G.  M.  ins.  khalu,    <<>  G.  M.  put  before  vdtiv  etc. 
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7.  Also  (after  apah)  in  anu  and  agamat 

Here,  again,  the  ca, '  also,'  brings  forward  only  the  last  word  in 
the  preceding  rule,  namely  apah — and  what  is  more,  gives  that 
word  a  new  character,  changing  it  from  nimittin  to  nimitta  or 
affecting  cause.  Of  this  the  commentator  takes  no  notice,  and  we 
are  douotless  to  regard  it  as  quite  in  order,  and  as  merely  adding 
another  to  the  formidable  list  of  uncertainties  involved  in  the 
curious  system  of  anuvrtti  or  continued  implication.  The  passages 
had  in  view  are  apo  anv  acdriaham  (i. 4. 46 3, 46*:  B.  reads  dpo 
adyd  'nv,  which  is  the  version  of  the  Rig- Veda,  ir28.23)  and  apo 
agamad  indrasya  (vii.4.20) ;  as  counter-example,  is  given  papavo 
*nii  W  dyan  (iLl.5*),  to  prove  the  implication  of  apah, 

8.  Also  in  adbhih,  apdm  napdt,  and  asmdn,  when  preceded  by 
djKih. 

The  passages  are  sam  dpo  adbhir  agmata  (i.1.8),  devir  dpo 

r^rh  napdt  (i2.33:  vi.1.4®;  4.3^),  and  dpo  asmdn  mdtarah  ^n- 
ntu  (L2.1*:  O.  omits  pxndhantuY  The  necessity  of  specifying 
napdt  after  apd/n  is  shown  by  vdruntr  dpo  'pdm  ca  (iLl.9*),  and 
the  restriction  to  preceding  dpa/i  by  so  *smdnpdtu  (v.6.6*). 


^I^H<^-^:'^^l*l(4l;  II  ^  II 


9.  In  asmdn^  also,  if  followed  by  a,  when  rdye,  sah,  and  indrah 
precede. 

The  ca,  '  also,'  again  brings  down  the  word  last  mentioned  in 
the  preceding  rule.  Tlie  passages  for  sa/i  and  indrah  are  nid  so 
asmdn  avahdya  (v. 7.9^)  and  indro  astndn  asniin  dvUtye  (iii.1.9*: 
O.  omits  dvittye) :  and  other  cases  of  asmdn  after  sah  are  to  be 
found  at  i.6.tt*  and  iiL2.7*.  As  counter-examples,  are  given  so 
'smdn  pdtu  (v.5.5*),  to  show  that  the  asmdn  must  be  followed  by 
a;  and  smo  'smdn  amutra  (vi.6.1*:  all  the  MSS.  of  the  commen- 
tary have  the  false  reading  so  'smdn;  such  a  phrase  would  be 
precisely  out  of  place  here  as  illustration),  to  show  that  it  is  only 

7.  apa  iti  cakdro  'nvddipatt:  anu:  agamat:  ity  etayor  akdro 

*na  khalv^   apahpitrvo   lupyate.    apo   anv ;    apo   ag- 

evampHrva  iti  kim :  pa^avo 

^)  6.  M.  0.  om.  khalu,  and  put  na  next  before  hipy<Ue. 

8.  adbhih eteshv^   akdra   dpahpHrvo  na  lupyate,    sam 

:    devtr ;    napdd   iti    kim:    vdruntr,  ..^:    dpo 

evampHrva  iti  kim :  so 

*  G.  IL  ef^;  0.  eahu  grahaneahv, 
VOL.  IX.  32 
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after  the   words   specified  that   (i^mdn,  eten  before   a,  reii^ains 
unmutilated. 

The  other  case,  that  of  preceding  rdt/e,  makes  more  difficulty, 
since  the  samhitd  contains  no  passage  in  which  asmdn,  when  itself 
followed  by  a,  has  rdye  before  it.  Che  commentator  first  declares 
the  passage  had  in  view  to  belong  to  another  text  (^dkhd) ;  but 
adds,  as  an  alternative  explanation,  that  the  precept  relates  to  the 
jatdrtex%  where  we  read  rdye  asmdn  asmdn  rdye  rdye  asmdn  (i.l. 
14 3 ;  4.43  * ).  He  pi'oceeds  further  to  say  that,  in  case  any  one  objects 
that  in  the  samhitd  form  of  the  passage  the  example  does  not  hold 
good,  since  asmdn  is  not  there  followed  by  a  (it  reads  rdye  asmdn 
vipvdni)^  he  shall  reply  that  the  case  is  one  falling  under  L61.  It 
is  there  taught,  namely,  that  a  passage  of  three  words  or  more,  if 
repeated  in  the  text,  reads  as  it  read  on  its  first  occurrence :  now 
the  one  in  question  first  appears  in  il.l4,  which  is  a  ydjyd  section, 
and  hence  the  a  of  asmdn  is  retained  by  xi.3 ;  at  i4.43,  then,  its 
retention  is  assured.  But '  then  there  ought  to  be  no  necessity  for 
specially  establishing  its  retention  in  jatd,  any  more  than  in  any 
other  case  where  an  a  is  retained  in  saihhitd.  This  difficulty  the 
commentator  evidently  perceives,  although  he  does  no^  state  it ; 
for  otherwise  the  jatd  explanation  would  have  satisfied  him,  and 
he  would  never  have  thought  of  suggesting  another  pdkhd.  The 
difficulty  really  remains  unsolved,  and  a  serious  one :  either  there 
was  a  blunder  on  the  part  of  the  makers  of  the  treatise,  or  a  pas- 
sage not  contained  in  the  present  Sanhitu  was  contemplated  by 
them :  I  incline  to  think  the  former  more  likely. 


■^^  srsjIF^sTsJ^J^  11  \o  II 


10.  Also  in  adya,  andhah,  anguh,  and  ague,  when  te  precedea 

The  commentator  quotes  the  passages,  as  follows :  papum  jya^t- 
pate  te  adya  (iii.1.4*:  W.  O,  omit  pa^m)^  upo  te  andhoh  (i.4.4 
and  iii.4.2  * ),  anpmd  te  anpih  (L2.6 :  B.  omits  the  example),  and  yai 
te  agne  tejas  tena  (iii.5.32 :  only  B.  has  tena).  Counter-examples 
are,  first,  to  show  that  only  these  words  keep  their  a  after  te,  te 
'gnaye  jrratmte  {ii.4.l2:  B.  has  a  corrupted  reading,  te  enani,  and 
W.  a  lacuna  to  the  end  of  the  comment,  putting  in  place  of  it  an 
example  from  under  the  next  rule,  tena  tvd  "  dadhe  'gne  angiraJj), 

9.  cakdrdkrshte  *smdngrahane  'kdrapare  satV  vartamdno^  'kdro 

rdye  sa  indra  ity^  evarnpilrvo  na  lupyate,    rdyepdrvasyo  ^ddhara- 

naih  pdkhdntare :  *atha  vd*  jatdydtn  bhavati:  rdye yathd- 

samhitdydm  *  no  ''ddharanani  akdraparatcdbhdvdt*  tarhV  katham 

alopa^  iti  kecif:  tripadaprahhrtipunaniktutvdd  iti  brdniah.    md 

;  indro akdrapara  iti  kirn  :  so evampHrva  iti 

kirn :  smo akdrah paro  yasmdt  ^Had akdraparam *".*  tasniin. 

'  in  W.  only.  '^  G.  M.  put  before  'hirapare.  ^  G.  M.  0.  om.  W  0.  oro.  *  G.  M. 
0.  ins.  tu.  «  W.  0.  -patvdbhr;  G.  M.  -pardbh-.  ''  0.  iathd;  G.  M.  add  tadd,  «  G. 
M.  hpa.    >  G.  M.  0.  cet    <*«>  W.  tad  akdm;  G.  M.  akdraparah. 
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and  secoDd,  to  show  that  these  words  do  so  only  after  te^  prathamo 
'wpw  skandftti  (iiL  .S^:  only  B.  has  skandati). 

Of  agne  after  te,  the  text  presents  eighteen  other  cases :  namely 
i2.1l2  twice;  4.432;  6.2*,32,43;  6.62;  7.6*:  iii.4.106;  5.32  (a  second 
case):  v.4.7*;  7.4>,63,8'  three  times:  vi.2.27;  O.l^. 

11.  In  agncj  also,  when  preceded  by  me. 

Only  agne^  the  last  word  of  rule  10,  is  brought  down  into  this. 
The  commentator  quotes  yan  me  af/ne  asya  (i.6.2',102:  W.  B. 
omit  asya)  and  imd  me  agna  ishtaJcdh  (iv.4.11^'*  and  v.4.2*) ;  and 
there  is  another  case  in  iv.4.11*.  He  adds,  as  usual,  a  number  of 
counter-examples,  of  obvious  intent:  they  are  tena  tvd  "  dadhs 
*gne  angirah  (i.2.12^:  O.  om\X,%  arigir ah) ^  prdna^  ca  me  *pdnah 
(iv.7.1  *),  and  tad  a^akam  tan  m>e  *rddhi  (i.6.6^). 

12.  As  also,  in  asya^  a^nd,  and  apard. 

That  is  to  say,  when  these  words  follow  me.  The  passages  are 
viyantu  devd  havisho  me  asya  (i.S.lO^:  O.  begins  at  devd)^  punar 
me  a^ind  yuva/h  cakshuh  (iii.2.6* :  W.  B.  omit  the  last  word,  O. 
the  last  two),  and  yad  vd  me  apardgatam  (vi6.72). 

13.  Also  in  asat^  agnih^  agha^  antamnh^  abhi,  asmin,  and  adya 
pathi,  when  preceded  by  nah. 

The  examples  are  supdrd  no  asad  va^e  (i.2.3'  and  vi.1.4*),  ayarh 
no  agnir  varivah  (i.8.4^  and  i.4.46^;  there  is  another  case  of  710 
agnih  at  v.7.9>),  rakshd  mdkir  no  agha^ansa  t^ata  (i.4.24  and 

10.  adya eteshv^  akdras  ta  ity  evampHrvo  na  lupyate, 

yathd':  papum .•  upo .•  *anpund ;'  yat eteshv 

iti  kiin  :  He .*  tep  ilrva  iti  khn :  prat  hit  mo * 

*  0.  eshu.    *  in  W.  only.     ^  B.  om.    (*>  W.  om.,  and  ins  tena  tvd  etc. 

11.  ^cakdro  'gna  ity  anvddipati :  meptlrvo'gna  ity  atrd'^kdro^ 

na  lupyate.     yathd^:    yan .•    imd mepilrva    iti  ki?n: 

tena ;  anvdde^na*  kim :  *prdnap ;*  tad 

<^)  B.  cakdrdkrshte  saty  agna  ity  asminn  akdro  ma  ity  evampurvo;  G.  M.  the  same, 
omitting  acUi;  0.  the  same,  omitting  aati  and  the  second  iti,  *  in  W.  only.  '  0. 
-po  iti.    <•*)  0.  om. 

12.  mepHrva  iti  cakdro  *nvddipati:  asya. *  eteshv^  akdro 

m^^iirvo  na  lupyate.    vir :  punar ;  yad 

^G.  M.  ins.  iti.    '  0.  takv. 
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iv.6.6*:  G.  M.  O.  omit  1^ata\  agne  tvarh  no  antamah  (L6.6^  and 
iv.4.48),  avishtiih  no  ahhi  vfxsiyaA  (iii.l.O^ :  G.  M.  O.  omit  vasiyah), 
^kshd  no  asmin  fvii.6.7*),  and  tehhir  no  adya  pathib/iih  sugehht 
rakshd  ca  nah  (vii6.24:  all  but  W.  end  with  pathibhih).  The 
necessity  of  including  pathi  in  the  rule  is  shown  by  no  dya  vclsu 
vasatt  Hi  (ii.6.3®"^).  Other  counter-examples,  of  obvious  intent, 
are  taamcm  apvdd  (/ardabho  ^scUtaraJi  (v.1.2' :  G.  M.  omit  the  first 
two  words),  80  *gnir  jiUah  {yAA^)y  lUtarato  'ghdyur  abhiddsati 
(v.7.3':  B.  O.  omit  the  last  word),  te'sminn  dlcharUa  (vii.2.10*), 
namo  'gnaye  'pratioiddhdya  {i5.10* :  the  example  is  found  only  in 
G.  M.),  and  te  nah  pdntu  te  no  'vantu  (i.2.8 ' ;  8.7  * :  iv.8.32). 

^:^   ^^^^^irPTFT  II  \d  II 

14.  Also  in  ogre,  agvebhyah,  and  agriydya,  when  preceded  by 
namafi. 

m 

The  passages  are  natno  agrevadhdya  ca.  (iv.6.8  > ),  namo  a^ebhyo 
' pvapatibhyah  (iv.6.3* :  B.  omits  the  last  word ;  the  whole  example 
is  wanting  in  W.),  and  namo  agriydya  ca  (iv.S.S^).  Counter- 
examples are  apo  *gre  *bhivydharati  {vi4.32)  and  namo  'gnaye 
'pratividdhdya  (i.6. 10*). 

?BrT^:m^:'^  ^rft^:  11  n  H 

15.  Also  wben  dvinnah  or  samah  precedes  and  agni  follows. 

It  may  be  made  a  question  whether  the  rule  should  not  read 
gniparah  (without  sign  of  omission),  and  mean  '  also  an  a  preceded 
by  dvinnah  or  somah  and  followed  by  gnl,^  But  the  autnority  of 
the  comment  (see  below)  is  decidedly,  though  not  unequivocally, 
in  favor  of  what  I  have  given,  and  the  construction,  though  a 
peculiar  one,  has  its  analogies  elsewhere  in  the  treatise  (compare 
X.4  etc.).  The  further  difficulty  remains,  however,  that  the  only 
passages  in  the  text  to  which  the  iiile  can  apply  read  agnih,  in  the 
nominative  singular,  after  the  two  words  specified,  so  that  there 
appears  to  be  no  reason  why  we  should  not  have  simply  'gnih,  in- 
stead oV gniparah.     This  the  commentator  does  not  fail  to  perceive, 

13.  aaat eteshv   akdro  na  ity  evainpttrvo  na  lupyate, 

yathd\'  supdrd .'  ayam ;  rakshd ;  agne :  svi- 

ahtith ;  pikshd .•  tebhir pathi  Hi  kim:  no 

nahp^vaitikim:  tasmdd .*  so ;  uttarato ;  te 

eteshv  iti  kim :  ^namo .*'  te 

» in  W.  only.    c«)  in  G.  M.  only. 

1 4.  ^agre *  eteshv  akdro  7iamahpilrvo  na  lupyate,    namo 

;    ^namo    apv- ;*    namo    agri- namahpHrva  iti 

kim:  apo ;  eteshv  iti  kim:  namo  'giv- . 

(»)  0.  om.     ^  W.  om. 
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and  accordingly — resorting,  as  we  cannot  well  help  saying,  t(»  one 
of  his  usual  subterfuges — he  declares  ogni  (or,  according  to  W.  B. 
O.,  (/ni)  "  a  part  of  a  word,  intended  to  include  a  number  of  cases 
occurring  in  another  pdkhd;^'*  not  going  so  far,  however,  as  to 
quote  any  of  these  cases.  I  suspect  'gniparah  to  be  either  a  cor- 
ruption of  'gnihy  or  originally  intended  as  equivalent  with  it. 

The  passages  are  dviniio  agnir  grhapatih  (l8.12^)  and  sovno 
agntr  upa  devdh  (iii.2.4');  and  the  commentator  adds  counter- 
examples, 80  'gnirjdtah  (v.  1.4')  and  dvinno  'yam  asdu  (i. 8.122). 

?rl^>r^-^  \w  ^^  \\k\\^m\m\A'i(\  \i\^^M  \h  ifg- 

^ff:C[^ijiH3'|iriyt^:jQr:HiHi:U^I4:gi«rNTrN- 

16.  Also  a  is  retained  when  preceded  by  dhird^ah,  adabdMsah, 
ekddcu^dsahj  rshindm  putrih,  cdrydte,  ashddhah,  pitdrah,'  prihivi 
yajnCj  dsate  ye,  grhndmy  agre,  vdn  eshah,  j(^j^^i  sarisphdnah,  yu- 
vayor  yah,  prshthe,  patir  vah,  go,  (;tishmah,  puvah,  samiddhah, 
rshabhah,  pdthah,  vacah,  varshishthe,  jushdiw,  yo  rudrah,  or 
vr8h7iah. 

The  passages  had  in  view  are  quoted  as  follows :  tdm  dhirdso 
anudr^ya  yajante  (i.l.O^:  G.  M.  O.  omit  the  last  word);  adab- 
dhdso  addbhyain  (i.l.lO^  and  iii.6.6*);  ekddapdso  apsuahadah 
(i.4.11);  rshtfidnt  putro  adhirdja  eshah  (i.S.Y^:  G.  M.  O.  omit  the 
last  word),  with  a  counter-example,  yaaya  putro  jdtah  (i6.8* ;  7.6*), 
to  show  the  need  of  including  rshtndm  in  the  uindtta  '  yathd 
ffdrydte  apibah  (i.4.18:  G.  M.  omit  yathd)  \  ashddho  agnih  (i.5. 
10^*2);  tvcUpitdro  ague  devdh  (i.S.lO**:  G.  M.  O.  omit  devdh); 
prthivt  yajfie  asmtN  (i.6.5'),  with  a  counter-example,  te  md  ^sniin 
yOfjfie  (iii2.4'),  where,  as  only  W.  B.  point  out,  the  jatd-text 
shows  the  mutilation  of  aamin  after  yajm  not  preceded  by  prthivt 
(thus,  asmin  yajtle  yajtle  'sminn  aamin  yajfie) ;  adhydante  ye  anta- 
rikshe  (iii.5.43),  with  ye prthivydm  ye' ntarikahe  (vf.b.W^ :  only  O. 
has  the  fii*st  ye)  as  counter-example ;  mayi  grhndmy  agre  agnim 
(v.7.9''2),  with  ashtdu  krtvo  *gre  'bhi  8hunoti\\\A,b^i  O.  omits 
shunoti)  ^'A  counter-example;  iddvdn  esho  asura  (i.6.6*  and  iii.l. 
11  *),  with  pukra  esho  'nto  'ntam  manuahyah  (vii.2.7*:  O.  stops  at 


16.  dvinnah:  somah:  *  evampilrvo  *kdro  'gnlparo^  na  lupyate: 
agnl^  Hi  pa^dikadepah  pdkhdntare  bahiipaddndrthah.    dvinno 

;    8 onto evanipdrva   itl  kiin :   80- ;   evampara   iti 

kim:  dvinno 

*  G.  M.  ins.  Uy.    ^  G.  M.  agni  ity  evampa/rah  akdro;  B.  akdrah  agniparo.    '  W. 
B.  O.  ffni. 
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*ntam)  to  show  the  need  of  vdn;  itaJi  prathamarhjajne  agnih  (iL2. 
48 :  only  G.  M.  have  itaJi;  without  it,  also  L8.14*):  see  what  is  said 
of  this  passage,  and  of  the  rule  as  fixing  its  reading,  under  L61 ; 
sansp/idno  abhi  rakshatu  (iii.3.8^),  as  counter-example  to  which, 
to  show  that  aphdnah  in  the  rule  would  not  hnve  been  enough,  is 
given  gaydsphdno  ^gnishu  "  from  another  ^dkhd^'*  but  the  genu- 
ineness of  the  reason  is  open  to  doubt;  yuvayor  yo  cisti  (iii6.4^) 
with  yo  *psu  bhasma  praifepayati  (v.2.2*:  only  O.  has  the  last 
word)  to  prove  the  need  of  yuvayoh;  ndkaaya  prshthe  adhi  roauie 
divah  (iii.5.5^:  G.  M.  O.  omit  divah  ;  another  nearly  identical  case 
at  iii.5.4');  yf(Jnapatir  vo  atra  (v. 7. 7^),  with  na  vo  *bhdgdni 
havyam  (v.l.l* :  O.  omits havyam)  as  counter-example;  goargham 
eva  somam  karoti  (vi.1.10':  O.  omits  -mam  karoti;  goargha 
occurs  twice  more  in  this  section,  and  at  v. 2. 9*  we  have  goa^va 
twice),  to  which,  by  rule  i62,  agoargham  (vi.1.10'  three  times)  is 
to  be  added  as  fiirther  example;  uchushmo  agfie  yqjamdndyai 
^d/d  (16.22:  only  G.  M.  have  ed/ti^  and  O.  omits  also  the  preceding 
word ;  there  is  a  second  case,  of  ni^ishmah,  in  the  same  division) ; 
agrepuvo  agreguvah  (i.1.5');  samiddho  arijan  (v.l.llM  and  we 
have  Biimiddho  agne  at  i.6.6*;  7.6*  :  ii.6.8®),  without  any  counter- 
example to  show  that  iddhah  would  not  have  been  enough  to  answer 
the  needs  of  the  rule ;  dydni  rshahho  antarikaham  (i.2.8  > :  O  omits 
dydm^  and  G.  M.  have,  like  the  Calcutta  edition,  the  false  reading 
ydm);  priyam  pdtho  apt  ^hi  (iii.3.33  three  times);  ugram  vaco 
apd  ^vadhtm  {i.2Al^:  another  nearly  identical  case  in  the  same 
division) ;  varahishthe  adhi  ndke  (i.1.8  and  i.4.432) ;  jushduo  aptur 
djyaaya  vetu  (i.3.4 »  and  vL3.22 :  G.  M.  omit  vetu) ;  yo  rudro  agndu 
yah  (v.5.9^ :  G.  M.  O.  omit  the  last  word),  and,  as  counter-example, 
yad upatrnhydd  rudro  'sya  (vi.3.93 :  but  O.  reads  a^tydd  for  upa- 
trnhydd,  which  makes  the  reference  to  i.6.7*) ;  and,  finally,  vrshno 
apvaaya  aamddnam  asi  (ii.4.72,9*:  O.  stops  at  a^aaya,  which 
would  make  the  reference  include  also  vii.4.18*  twice;  and  there 
are  fu'ther  cases  of  retention  after  vrahnah  at  i.4.2  and  vi.4.5*). 

16.  dhirdaah evatfqyilrvo    na^    khalv^     akdro    lupyate. 

yathd*:  tdm ;  adab- ;  ekdd- .•  rahindm ;  raht- 

ndm   iti  kim:  yaaya ;  yathd .•    aah- .•    tvat- ; 

prthivi .•  prthivt  Hi  kim  :  te *ity  atra  jatdydrn*:  a  dhy- 

;  daata  iti  kim :  ye .*  mayi ;  grhndm t  Hi  kim  :  aaht- 

;  iddvdn ;  vdn  iti  kivi:  pukra .*  itah ;  aana- 

;  aam  itikim:  gayaaphdno'gniahv  iti  pdkhdntare:  yuvayor 

;   yuvayor  iti  kim:   yo .*   ndkaaya .•   yajfla- ; 

patir  iti  kim:  na .'  go- ;  apy  akdrddi  (i.62)  vacandcT 

agoargham,  *iti  co  ^ddharanam':  uchuahm^o .*  agrepuvo 

;  aamiddho .*  dydm ;  priyam ;  ugram ; 

varsh- .*    juahdno ;    yo ;    ya  iti  kim:    yad : 

vrahno 

*  0.  puts  next  before  hpyaie.    *  O.  om.    »  G.  M.  0.  om.    <^)  G.  M.  O.  om.    *  0. 
iHprd^Uk.    00  O.  om. 
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17.  Also  in  aratim^  asya  yajnasya^  atidrutah^  atiyanti,  anrriah^ 
avishyan^  ayiamivah^  amieshu,  arcth,  ajUdn,  afydyiim^  ahniydh^ 
ambdlij  arvantara^  astu^  akrnot^  angirah,  apsu  yah,  askabhdyat, 
acyutah,  a/;vasanih,  a^tiiabhih,  a/;i^/ret,  ange^  and  aghmya. 

The  passages  had  in  view  are  quoted  by  the  commentator  as 
follows,  with  such  counter-examples  as  are  needed  to  justify  the 
inclusion  of  more  than  one  pacta  in  any  case:  milrdhdnaih  divo 
aratim  prthivydh  (i.4.13  and  vi.5.2*:  O.  begins  at  divnh^  and  it 
alone  has  prthivydh)  \  yan  me  agne  asya  yajnasya  {l6.2>,102), 
with  the  counter-example  ete  'syd  ^mushmin  (vi.1.10*) ;  praJtyank 
8omo  atidrutah  (i.8.21 :  all  the  MSS.  here  insert  the  k  oefore  soma, 
as  required  by  v. 3 2,  and  G.  M.  even  convert  it  to  M,  according  to 
xiv.l2) ;  papyanto  ati  yanti  {iii.2.2*),  and,  as  counter-example  to 
both  these  last  examples,  nai  ^nan  soma  'ti  pavate  (vi.6.11*:  O. 
begins  at  soma) ;  (ad  agne  anrno  hhavdmi  (iii.3.8* :  O.  omits  hha- 
vdmi)\  mi  yavase  amshyan  (iv.4.33);  svdvepo  anamtvo  bhavd 
nah  (iii.4.10':  B.  O.  omit  bhavd  naft);  ye  anneshu  vividhyanti 
(iv.5.11*:  O.  omits  the  last  word);  jdtavedo  yo  arcih  (v.7.8>); 
garado  ajitdn  (v. 7.2^);  teshdm  yo  ajydnim  (v. 7. 2 3);  tiroahniyd 
md  suhtUdh  (vii.3.13:  O.  omits  suhutdh);  ambe  ambdli  (vii.4. 
19'*^  twice,  ^  twice);  yo  arvantam  jighdmati  (vii.4.16:  O.  omits 
the  last  word);  bahis  te  astu  bdl  iti  (iii.S.lO^:  O.  stops  at  astu; 
the  text  furnishes  eleven  other  cases  of  astu  with  a  retained,  at  i.2. 
33 ;  4.45 ';  8.142 :iii. 1. 1*;  2.57,82  :v.5.93  twice;  7.2*,43'*);  itaindro 

17.  aratim '  eteshv  akdro  ^7ia  khalv^  ekdrapUrva  okdra^ 

piirvo  vd  lupyate,    yathd^:  ni  Hirdh- .•  yan .*  yajnasye  ^ti 

kirn :  ete ;  prat  yan ;  papy- ;  drutoyantt  Hy  dbhydfh* 

kim:   ndi ;    tad .•    iia .•    svdv- ;    ye ;  jdta- 
vedo  .*    parado .•    teshdm .•   tiro- .*    ambe ; 

yo .'   bahis .*   ita .•   agne :  yo :  ya  iti  kim: 

apvo ;    yo ;     maddya ;    yo .*     sanir    iti   kim: 

apvebhyo .•  indro ;  bhir*  iti  kim:  *pam ity  atra'' 

jatdydm*:  asthabhyo.S..:    varuno .*   ange- .*   aghniye 

Hy   akdragrhitah   paddikadepo    bahUpdddndrthah :    etdni ; 

yad ;  payo 

^  G.  M.  om.  the  enumeration,  and  ins.  iH.  ^  G.  M.  om.  khalu,  and  put  na  next 
before  lupycUe,  «  G.  M.  0.  om.  *  B.  tdbhydm;  G.  M.  etdbhydm.  *  B.  G.  M.  astha- 
WWr.    <«)0.  om.    *»  B.  om. 
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akrnot  {hl.l2) ;  agne  aTigiro  yo'sydm  (i.2.12':  there  is  another 
case  in  the  same  division,  and  one  at  vi.2.7^) ;  yo  apsu  ya  oshch 
dhishu  (v.6.9^J,  with  the  counter-example  a^o  'psujo  vetasah  (v.8, 
12* :  but  O.  gives  instead  yo  *p»u  hhdsvna,  v.2.2*) ;  yo  askahhdyad 
uttaram  (L2.13^:  G.  M.  O.  omit  uttaram)\  tnaddya  raso  ctcyutdh 
(L2.6);  yo  hhaksho  a^oasanih  (iii.2.5^),  and,  as  counter-example^ 
a^oebhyo  '^apatibhyap  ca  (iv.5.3* :  only  O.  has  ca) ;  indro  dadhtco 
astJiahhir  iti  (¥.6.6^:  O.  omits  iti),  and  a  counter-example  from 
the  jatdrieiLt  of  the  passage  paw*  aathahhyo  majjabhyaJi  (v. 2. 12*: 
O.  omits),  namely  oMhahhyo  maj^abhyo  majjahhyo  "^sthabhyo  'Bthfk- 
hhyo  majjabhyaJ}  (G.  M.  give  simply  majjabhyo  'sthabhyaJk); 
varuno  apip'et  (iS.lO*);  ange-ange  ni  dedhy at  (\,S.10^  and  vi8. 
11*:  it  would  have  been  better  to  include  in  the  example  the  pre^ 
ceding  word  prdno,  to  show  that  the  first  ange,  as  well  as  the 
second,  famishes  an  example  mider  the  rule ;  there  is  another  like 
pair  of  cases,  after  apdno,  in  i.3.10>)  ;  and  finally,  it  is  explained 
that  the  quotation  of  aghniya  with  final  a  makes  it  (by  L22)  a  part 
of  a  word,  intended  to  include  a  variety  of  cases,  and  three  such 
cases  (being  all  that  the  text  contains)  are  quoted :  namely  etdni 
te  aghniye  ndmdni  (vii.1.6^),  yad  dpo  aghniyd  varune  Hi  ^tpd- 
make  (i.3.11:  B.  omits  the  last  word;  G.  M.  O.  the  last  three), 
and  payo  aghniydsu  hrtsu  (i.2.8>:  O.  omits  Ar^?/,  which  would 
make  the  citation  include  also  vi.J.ll^).  This  exposition  seems  to 
prove  that  the  proper  reading  at  the  end  of  the  rule  is  aghniya^ 
and  I  have  ventured  to  adopt  it,  though  all  the  MSS.  (except  T., 
which  is  ambiguous,  running  rules  17  and  18  together  in  sandhi) 
give  aghniyd.  Aghniyd  would  answer  as  including  aghfiiydmi^ 
but  it  would  not  include  also  aghniye, 

?rer^  ^{^  II  \^  II 

18.  Also  in  adhvara,  when  a  vowel  follows  [the  r]. 

The  examples  given  in  illustration  of  the  rule  are  sntyadhar- 
mdno  adhvare  (i,2.1*),  havishmdn  devo  adhvarah  (13.12),  and 
upaprayanto  adhvaram  ity  dha  (i.5.7').  In  regard  to  the  last  of 
them,  it  is  remarked  that  rule  i.61  is  not  of  force  for  it,  since  the 
conditions  imposed  by  that  rule  do  not  arise  in  it.  ITie  rule, 
namely,  directs  that  a  passage  of  three  words  or  more,  being 
repeated  in  the  text,  is  to  be  read  as  where  it  first  occurred ;  now 
upaprayanto  adhvaram  was  found  at  i.5.6',  w^here  the  retention 
of  the  a  comes  under  rule  3  of  this  chapter ;  but  here  only  two 

18.  adhvara  ity  asmin^  grahane  avarapare  '  vartamdno  'kdro 

*na  khalv *  ekdrdukdrapHrvo*  lujn/ate.    satya- .*  h a v i 8 h m d n 

;  upa- .*  atra^  tripadaprabhrti  (i.61)  uydye  mi  pra- 

sarati*:    tallakahandsnmhhavdt.    svarctpara   iti    kim:    pug ; 

and ho 

'  G.  M.  eiamnin.  *  0.  ins.  saii  <*>  Q.  M.  om.  *  G.  M.  0,  ckdrapurva  okdrapurvo 
vd;  G.  M.  adds  fta;  B.  adds  vd.    ^  M.  ta^a,    *  B.  sorati. 
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words,  instead  of  three,  are  cited  in  the  repetition.  As  counteiv 
examples,  showing  the  value  of  the  restriction  "when  a  vowel 
follows,"  are  given  ^g  vd  agnih  so  *dhvaryum  (v.6.2*)  and  andho 
'dhvarynh  st/dt  (v.  1.3*  and  vil.8^:  O.  alone  has  st/dt^  and,  without 
that  addition,  the  phrase  is  found  also  at  v.l.S^).  This  proves 
that  what  is  to  be  "followed  by  a  vowel"  is  the  r  of  adhvara; 
but  how  that  meaning  is  conveyed  by  the  terms  of  the  rule  is  not 
easy  to  discover.  The  MSS.  are  at  variance  as  to  the  reading  of 
the  first  word  of  the  rule,  T.  W.  B.  O.  giving  adhvara,  and  G.  M. 
(idhvare,  between  which  I  am  at  a  loss  to  decide  confidently, 
because  neither  of  them  appears  to  be  what  is  wanted.  But  I 
prefer  adhvara,  both  because  it  is  better  supported,  and  because 
it  is  not  the  usage  of  the  treatise  to  put  in  a  case-form  the  words 
or  themes  which  it  cites  from  the  text. 

An  additional  case  falling  under  the  rule  is  ilrdhvo  adhvarah 
(Ll.12);  and  yet  others  (as  i.6.6>  twice,  and,  doubtless,  i.4.462"^), 
to  which  it  would  else  apply,  are  disposed  of  under  the  general 
mie  xL3. 

19.  In  the  opinion  of  some,  it  becomes  half-similar  with  its 
predecessor. 

This  is  a  very  blind  precept,  and  we  are  permitted  to  doubt 
whether  its  purport  is  interpreted  aright  by  the  commentary ;  in 
which,  moreover,  there  are  peculiar  and  unintelligent  variations  of 
reading.  What  letter  is  the  subject  of  the  rule — the  elided  a,  or 
the  non-elided?  The  comment  says  the  latter  (although  the 
majority  of  MSS.  blunderingly  say  the  "  non-protracted  "  instead), 
and  states  that  it  acquires  a  quantity  similar  to  half  a  mora,  or 
becomes  one  and  a  half  moras  long.  It  is  added,  that  no  special 
examples  are  given,  because  such  would  not  bring  to  light  any 
difference  (?  only  O.  has  the  reading  that  means  this:  W.  B.  omit 
the  "  not ;"  G.  M.  are  unintelligible).  This  appears  to  me  quite 
unsatisfactory.  The  distinct  demonstrative  sa  in  the  rule  ought  to 
point  back  to  something  distinctly  stated  above,  and  that  is  the 

1 9.  yo  ^yam  akdro  Huptah}  sa  pitrvasydi  '^''kdrasydu  ''kdra^ya^ 
vd  ^rdham>dtrasadr^m^  kdlarn  hhajata*  ity  ekeshdm  rshiudm^ 
maZam^:  '' adhyardhamdtrah  syddi^  ity  arthaK  uktdny  evo  '^ddha- 
randni  vifeshddar^andf,  ardhena  sadr^(^  ^rdhasadr^ah^:  tarn 
ardhasadr^m^ ". 

iti  tribhdshyaratne  prdti^dkhyavivarana  " 
ekdda^o  'dhydyah,  "* 

*  W.  B.  0.  aplutah.  (*)  G.  M.  ekdraokdrctpurvasya.  ^  W.  -train  sad- ;  G.  M. 
•trdgad-,  *  G.  M.  labhata.  *  0.  dcdrydi^m.  «  0.  oiii.  0)  w.  0.  -trasydm;  B.  G. 
M.  'tra  ayddL  «  W.  B.  shadar-;  G.  M.  dar^ndt  »  G.  M.  yah.  '»  0.  om.  "  0. 
ins.  praihamaprofne.    ^^  G.  M.  add  prUcrshndya  namah. 
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akdra  which  in  rule  1  is  said  to  be  dropped  after  certain  "  prede- 
cessors." We  have  had  no  akdra  alupta  spoken  of^  but  only  cases 
of  alopa  of  akdra.  And  it  seems  to  be  taught  here,  in  accordance 
with  the  doctrines  of  all  the  other  Prati9rikhyas  (see  note  to  Ath. 
Pr.  iiL53),  that  some  regard  the  a  as  (not  elided,  but)  so  absorbed 
into  the  preceding  diphthong  as  to  become  assimilated  to,  or  iden- 
tified with,  the  latter  half  of  that  diphthong.  We  may  with  plausi- 
bility conjecture  the  rule  to  be  a  later  addition  to  the  original  sub- 
stance of  the  chapter. 


CHAPTEK    XII. 


Contents:  1-8,  elision  and  non-elision  of  initial  a  after  final  «  or  o  in  exoeptional 
and  special  cases;  9-11,  resulting  accent. 

1.  Now  for  cases  of  elision. 

This  is  a  general  heading  to  the  chapter  (that  is  to  say,  to  its 
first  eight  rules) ;  which,  as  the  commentator  points  out,  has  for 
its  sphere  of  action  the  passages  specified  in  rule  3  of  the  preceding 
chapter.  This  is  a  matter  of  course:  the  general  rule  (by  xi.l) 
being  elision,  there  can  be  need  of  an  additional  authority  for 
elision  only  where  that  rule  is  contravened  by  another  of  opposing 
character,  and  of  \^dder  application  than  to  specific  cases  only. 


^ErfHllt^ll 


2.  The  a  of  asi  is  elided. 

The  examples  given  are  sitparno  *si  gamtmdn  (i\A.lO'';Q,5^: 
v.1.10^:  O.  omits  the  last  word)  and  pratho  'si  prthivy  asi  (iv.2. 
9^:0.  stops  at  'si).  The  elision  is  not  infrequent  in  this  word, 
usually  occurring  in  the  little  prose  phrases  which  are  inserted 
among  the  verses  in  the  sections  concerned  ;  I  have  noted  eighteen 
other  cases :  but  they  are  hardly  worth  detailed  reference. 

1.  atJie  ^(y  at/am  adhikdrah:  akdra sy a  lopa  ticyata  ity  etad 
adhikrtam  veditavyam  ita  uttaram  yad  vakshydmaJi,  dhdidrd- 
tir  (xi.3)  ifyddivishayo  'yam  adhydydrambhah\ 

»  G.  M.  etadadh-. 

2.  ast  Hy  asminn  akdro  lupyata  ekdrdukdrapilrvah\  ycUh^: 
suparno .*  pratho 

'  G.  M.  "Tvo  vd,    *  in  B.  only. 
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8.  But  not  when  garbhah,  samnaddhah,  yamahy  or  hhadrah 
precedes. 

The  examples  quoted  by  the  commentator  are  garhho  asy  oshor 
dhindm  (iv.2.33),  sarhnaddho  asi  vidayasva  (iv.6.6*),  aai  yamo 
asy  ddityah  (iv.6.7*:  G.  M.  O.  omit  the  last  word),  aiyi  tvam 
bhiidro  aai  hrcUuh  iyw.^A^^),  There  is  another  case  of  a<?i  after 
garbhah  at  iv.l.42,  which  is  then  repeated  at  v.  1.53,  x\^q  ^  standing 
this  time  unelided  by  rule  i.61. 

As  usual,  the  commentator  thinks  it  necessary \o  account  for  the 
inclusion  of  the  double  pa  da  sam-naddhaliy  instead  of  simply 
naddhak^  in  the  rule.  Some,  he  says,  quote  as  counter-example 
upanaddho  'mirah  (iv.4.9) ;  but  its  propriety  is  questionable,  since 
the  passage  does  not  fall  under  xL3,  and  moreover,  there  is  no  asi 
in  it  (O.  has  the  good  sense  to  pass  without  notice  this  most  absurd 
suggestion);  and  the  valid  counter-example  is  to  be  sought  in 
another  pdkM.  We  have  here  an  unusually  clear  example  of  the 
arbitrary  way  in  which  the  plea  ^dkhdntare  is  resorted  to,  in  order 
to  avoid  the  attribution  of  a  slight  inconsistency  to  the  treatise- 
makers. 


?T5R^^:    t^<^^^^  II  ^  II 


4  il  is  elided  before  y^  v,  71,  and  A,  when  these  are  followed 
by  a  voweL 

The  examples  given  are  hiranya^ngo  'yo  asy  a  pdddh  (iv.6.7*: 
O.  omits  j9da<:^/i),  vanaapate  'va  srjd  rardnah  (iv.1.8^:  O.  omits 
rardnah\  varenyo  *nu  praydnam  (iv.1.10*),  SLudjambhayanto  'him 
vrkam  (17.8^ :  O.  omits  vrkam).  These  are  but  specimens  selected 
from  amon^  a  considerable  number  of  cases :  namely,  before  y,  two ; 
before  t?,  nineteen ;  before  o,  fourteen  (all  but  three  of  them,  cases 
of  aww,  the  counter-exceptions  to  which  form  in  part  the  subject  of 
xi6) ;  before  h  (which,  as  the  counter-exceptions  noted  in  xi4  show, 
includes  also  wA),  five;  in  all,  forty.  To  show  the  necessity  of  the 
restriction  "  when  these  are  followed  by  a  vowel,"  are  cited 
fukram  te  any  at  (iv.1.1 1^)  and  agre  ahndn  hitah  (iv.1.3* :  O.  omits 
hitah). 

There  is  a  well-established  difference  of  reading  here  in  the  rule 
itself:  T.  B.  G.  M.  have  yavanaha  svarapareshu^  only  \V.  and  O. 
adding  para  (which  I  have  amended  to  parah)  after  ha.     So  also, 

3.  garbhah *  evamptlrvah  sdmnidhydl  labdhe  'si'  Hy  as- 

min  grahane*  *kdro  *  na*  lupyate.    garb  ho ;  sarhnaddho 

;  *sam  iti  kim:  up  an- iti  kecid  uddharanti :  tac  cint- 

yam:  dhdtdrdtir  (xi.3)  ityddyantahpdtitvdhhd^dd  aai^abdd- 
dar^ndc  ''ca:  mukhyam  tu'  ^dkhdntare  vijmyam  pratyuddhara- 
nam*,    asi ;  tvam 

'  G-.  IL  ios.  Uy.  *  W.  Uzsminn  asi.  '  B.  0.  ora.  **  G.  M.  ins.  eki^a^iirva  ohira- 
pilirvo  vd.    *  B.  om.   <^  0.  simply  uddharanam  fdkhdntare.   <'')  W.  cd  'mukhyam  kirhtu. 
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where  the  rule  is  quoted  under  l21,  W.  alone  (there  is  no  O.  for 
that  part  of  the  work)  introduces  joara/  under  xL4  and  6,  W.  and 
B.  alike  have  yavanahaparatva  etc.,  but  the  testimony  as  to  the 
rule  is  equivocal,  since  para  might  well  have  been  added  there  by 
way  of  exposition  instead  of  quotation.  I  have,  as  usual,  followed 
W.,  although  not  without  suspicion  that  the  para  is  a  gloss,  intro- 
duced to  help  the  otherwise  blind  and  inaccurate  phraseology  of 
the  rule — which  latter,  however,  is  not  altogether  discordant  with 
the  usage  of  the  treatise  elsewhere. 

The  exceptions  under  this  rule,  instead  of  being  rehearsed  after 
it,  as  is  the  general  habit  of  the  Prati9akhya,  are  given  in  rules  4 
and  6  of  the  preceding  chapter,  and,  in  the  latter  rule,  mingled 
with  instances  of  a  wholly  different  character.  Here,  then,  a  par- 
ticular specification  of  cases  alreadv  included  under  a  genetal  rule 
is  regarded  as  insuring  against  inclusion  in  a  more  general  state- 
ment of  exceptions  under  that  rule.  I  believe  that  the  treatise 
offers  no  other  example  of  this  canon  of  interpretation. 

5.  Before  y  and  gn^  a  is  elided  if  acute. 

The  examples  are  ojo  'jdyath(ih  (i.6.12*)  and  pwctA  pdvaka 
vandf/o  'gne  (i.3.14^) ;  and  the  counter-examples,  of  a  unaccented 
remaining  unelided,  are  nd  tcUrshdnd  ajdrah  (iv.B.l^)  and  nidhi- 
pdtir  no  agmh  (i.4.44M.  There  is,  as  the  examples  show,  a  real 
reason  in  the  accent :  ajdyaihah  and  dgne  are  both  words  that  are 
accented  only  at  the  beginning  of  a  pdda,  where  (as  remarked 
under  xi.l)  the  elision  of  a  is  an  almost  universal  rule.  All  the 
other  cases  of  elision  before  gn  (nine  in  number)  are  of  the  same 
kind;  not,  however,  those  before j'  (only  two). 


Mlq^\^Hf«l'^*l  n  \ n 


6.  Before  gn,  also  when  preceded  by  mah,  vacah,  dadlidnah, 
and  sihe. 

The  c«, '  also,'  of  this  rule,  brings  down  simply  gn  from  its  pre- 
decessor, the  intent  being  to  point  out  the  cases  where  the  a  of 
agni  is  elided  even  when  unaccented.     Mah^  it  is  stated,  is  a  part 

4.  *  yakdravakdranakdrahakdraparo  'kdro^  lupyate  teahu  yakdr 

rddishu svarapareshu satsu.   hirdn- .•  vanas- .•  varenyo 

:  jamhh' svarapareshv*  iti  kim:  pukrath ;  agre 


4 


*  G.  M.  ins.  ekdraokdrapHtrva  akdrak.    «  G.  M.  om.    '  0.  -para,    *  G.  M.  add 
evam  ddi. 

6.  jakdraparo^  gnaparap  cd  ^kdra^  uddtto  lupyate,    ojo .• 

pucih uddUa  iti  kim :  na ;  nidhi- 

'  G.  M.  ioMrof  ea,    '0.  puts  after  vddUo. 
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of  a  word,  so  given  for  the  sake  of  conciseness,  and  including  the 
two  cases  angiraavad  ache  '*mo  ^gnim  and  atigirdsvad  hharishydmo 
'gnim  (both  iv.1.22:  O.  omits  angirasvad  in  each).  The  other 
passages  had  in  view  by  the  rule  are  vaco  ^gnaye  hharatd  brhat 
(iii2.11*:  O.  omits  the  last  two  words),  dadhdno  'gnir  hotd  (iv.l. 
3*),  and  sadhasthe  'gnim  purUhyam  (iv.  1.3  * :  O.  omits  purtshyam). 
To  prove  the  implication  of  gn  only,  is  given  sadhasthe  adhy 
nUarasmin  (iv.6.53;  7.13*:  v.Y.^^:  O.  omits). 

By  xil6,  vacaJk  does  not  as  a  general  thing  elide  the  following 
a;  out  there  is  no  clashing  between  the  two  rules,  as  they  have 
reference  to  different  parts  of  the  text. 

7.  The  a  is  elided  in  abhydvartin^  apHpam,  api  dadhdmi,  adyd 
^nUy  aditih  qarma^  agner  jthvdm^  agnayah  paprayah^  a^mdkarrij 
as^ae  dhaUa,  a^md,  aqva,  wherever  found,  acydma^  aind.^  aryaman, 
asTnatpdqdriy  asmin  yajne,  astd,  avyathamdnd,  abhidroham^  adhdyi, 
adah,  athoj  adugdhdh,  arishtdh^  arathdh,  arcanti^  antar  asydm^ 
atra  stha^  anndya,  angirasvat,  and  akaram. 

The  commentator  gives  an  example  for  each  specification  of  the 
rule,  with  counter-examples  for  every  case  in  which  more  than  one 
pada  is  taken,  as  follows:  ague  *bhydvartin  (iv.2.1^),  and,  as 
counter-example,  kdmena  krto  abhy  dnad  arkam  (i.  1.142:  Hj.  M. 
omit  the  last  word,  O.  the  last  two) ;  hhadragoce  'pxlparh  deva 
(iv.2.2^:  only  W.  has  deva)\  agne  *pi  dadhdmy  dsye  (iv.l.lO^), 
and,  as  counter-example,  baddho  apikaksha  dsani  (i.V.S^:  O.  omits 
the  last  word);  anu  no  'dyd  '*numatih  (iii.S.ll^:  iv. 4.12*;  7.16*^), 
and,  as  counter-example,  pra  tat  te  adya  ^ipivishta  n^^ma  (ii. 2. 
12*:  O.  ends  with  ad^ya,  and  G.  M.  substitute  another  passage, 

6.  gnapara  iti  cakdro  jndpayaJti:  mah ity  evampiXrvo 

gnaparo  ^'nuddtto  'py^  ^akdralopo  bhavatV    yathd*:  angi- ; 

ma  ity  ^aJtra  paddikade^agrahanaM  samksheiydrtham :  angir- 

;  vaco ;  dadhdno ;  sadhasthe ^anvddepah 

ktmarth(zh  ;*  s  a  dhr gnaparasyd  '*kdrasyd*  ^nuddttdrtho  'yam 

drambJuih, 

O  in  W.  only.  '*>  G.  M.  0.  akaro  lupyate.  ^  in  W.  only.  W  G.  M.  apadagra- 
hai^mn,  ^)  G.  M.  anvddcfena  kim;  0.  om.,  along  with  the  following  example. 
•  in  W.  only. 
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namely  vi^e  adya  tnanUah,  iv.7.12');  adhi  bravttu  no  ^ditih 
farma  yachatni  (iv.6.6* :  G.  M.  O.  omit  the  first  two  words),  and, 
as  counter-example,  yaZhd  no  aditih  karati  (iii.4.1l2 :  only  O.  has 
karati  [reading  it  karat] ;  G.  M.  substitute  a  jatd  reading,  aditir 
no  no  aditir  aditir  nah^  without  anything  to  show  whether  it  is 
put  forward  as  the  jaM-text  of  this  passage,  or  of  another,  occur- 
ring at  iv.6.9*,  where  the  aamhitd  likewise  reads  wo  aditih) ; 
adhvararh  no  'gner  jihvdm  abhi  grnttam  (iv.1.8^:  B.  omits  the 
last  word,  O.  the  last  two,  G.  M.  the  last  and  first),  and,  as  counter- 
example, vra^d  dadante  agneh  (i v.  1.8 2);  te  no  'gnayah  pajyrayah 
(i.7.7*),  and,  as  counter-example, />wm//y^«o  dgnayah  prdvanebhth 
(iv.2.4^:  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word) ;  naro  'amdkam  indra  (iv.6.6^ ; 
there  are  two  other  cases,  at  iii.2.8®  and  iv.6.43) ;  vi^e  'ame  dhatta 
(L 4.442),  with  the  counter-example  dravinam  vdjo  asme  :  vdjasya 
md  (iv.7.12^:  only  B.  has  md,  and  G.  M.  O.  end  at  a^me);  pari 
vrndhi  no  ^gmd  bnavatu  nas  tanHh  (iv.6.6* :  G.  M.  end  with  'pwid, 
and  only  O.  has  the  last  two  words) ;  for  the  phonetic  complex 
a^d,  however  followed,  vrshapdnuyo  *^vd  rathebhih  (iv.6.6^:  O. 
omits  after  '^vd\ prctcetaso' '^vdn  (iv.6.6*),  and  bharanto  'pvdye  ^va 
(iv.l.lO*:  O.  omits  this  example),  with  two  counter-examples, 
cashdlarh  ye  apvayiipdya  takshati  (iv.6.82:  O.  alone  has  the  last 
word,  and  it  omits  the  first)  and  kshatram  no  a^vo  vanatdm  (iv. 
6.9*:  O.  omits  vanatdm\  to  show  that  a^a  would  not  have 
answered  the  purpose  instead  of  apvd/  v^^ayanto  'pydma  dyumr 
nam  (1.3.14®:  G.  M.  omit  dyumnam);  punas  te  'mdi  ''ahdm  (iv.7. 
143);  ye  te  'ryaman  (ii3.14*);  te  'ainatpd^dn  (iv.3.13*),  with  the 
counter-example  any  am  te  asm  at  ^apan^w  (iv.6.1  ^•*:  v.4i4*  :'  only 
O.  has  tapantu) ;  yah pitd  te  'smhi  yahle  (iL6.1 2®),  with  the  counter- 
example te  asmihjavam  d  ^dadhuh  (1.7.7^) ;  prasitim  drilndno  'std 

7.  abhydvartin eteshv  akdro  lupyate  ekdrdukdrapilrvah\ 

yathd^:  agne ;  dvartinn*  iti  kim:  kdmena .*  bhadror 

foce ;  agne .*  dadhdmt'^ti  kim:  baddho .*  anu ; 

anv  iti  kim:  pra .•  adhi .*  ^arme  Hi  kim:  yathd ; 

adhv' :  jihvdm  iti  kim:  vratd ;  te ;  papraya  iti 

kim:  pur  is  hr .*  naro ;  vi^ve ;  dJuUteHikim:  drav- 

.*  pari .•  *  a^e  Vy  asya*  yatrayatra  ^itis*  tatratatra 

lopah:  vrsha- ;  ^rutir  iti  kim:  praee- ;  bhar- ;  dir- 

ghagrahanena  ''kim:  cashdlam .•  kshatram .•  vdjay- 

."  punas ;  ye ;  te .*  pdpdn  iti  kim:  anyarh ; 

yah .*  yqffla  iti  kim :  te :  prasitim .•  m,d :  jane 

.•   droham   iti  kim:    brhas- ;    upa ;    ye .•    ma- 

hyam ;   ^Ura ;  piirve .•  ye .*  gdya- ;  abhi 

;  asydm  iti  kim:  rukmo .*  ye .*  sthe  Hi  kim:  tva- 

shtd ;  rdyas :  prthivydh ;  aham 

'  G.  M.  put  before  lupyate,  and  add  vd.    '  G.  M.  0.  om.    '  W.  abhydv-.    *  0.  ins. 
Ofvd  frtUih.    «  G.  M.  0.  om.    •  G.  M.  fn^yote.     '  G.  M.  ins.  UL 
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'w(i.2.14*:  O.  omita  prasitim);  md  suparno  'vycUhamdnd  {iy,2. 
9 ' ) ;  jane  'bhidrohatn  manushydh  (iii.4.1 1  ® :  O.  omits  manuahydh)^ 
with  a  counter-example,  brhaspate  abhi^custer  amuficah  (iv.1.7*: 
only  W.  has  amuficah) ;  upa  prd  ^(/dt  aumajime  'dhdyi  manma 
(iv.6.8^ :  all  but  O.  begin  at  sum-,  and  G.  M.  end  with  ^dhdyi) ;  ye 
'do  rocane  divah  (iv.2.83 :  O.  omits  divah) ;  mahyam  agne  'tho  sida 
(iv.1.9^;  2.1^) ;  ^(tra  nonumo  'dugdhdh  (\iA.\^^)\  pdrve  'rishtdh 
sydma  (iv.Y.li^:  all  the  MSS.  read  -ahtd) ;  yepavayo  'rathdh  (i.6. 
12®:  only  G.  M.  have  ye);  gdyatrino  Wcanty  arkam  (\.Q.\2^'^'. 
only  G.  M.  have  arkam) ;  ahhi  gUguco  'ntar  aaydm  (iv.  1.9®;  another 
case  at  iv.2.33),  with  the  counter-example  rukmo  antar  vi  bhdti 
(iv.1.10**  et  al.);  ye  'tra  stha  purdndh  (iv.2.4i),  with  the  counter- 
example tvashtd  no  atra  varivah  (L4.44*) ;  rdyas  posho  'nndya  tvd 
(i7.9^:  O.  omits  tvd)\  prthivydh  sadhasthe  'ngirasvat  (iv.1.6*'^ 
four  times ;  other  cases  at  iv.1.1®'*  three  times) ;  and  aham  tebhyo 
'karam  namah  (iv.6.1®). 

8.  An  a  is  elided  when  preceded  by  gdhamdnah,  jdyamdnah, 
hetayahj  manyamdnahj  vanaspatibhyah^  pate^  sridhah^  tapasah, 
svadhdvahj  ihdmitah,  ojgnnyah^  dyo^  adhvaryo^  and  kraio. 

The  quoted  passages  are  gdhamdno  'ddyah  (iv.6.42) ;  jdyamdno 
*hndm  ketuh  (iL4.14>);  hetayo  'nyara  asmat  (iv.6.10^);  manyor 
mdno  'martyam  (i.4.46 ') ;  vanaspatibhyo  'dhi  aambhrtdm  (iv.6.1  * : 
O.  omits  the  last  word),  with  the  counter-example  namah  pitrbhyo 
ahhi  (iii.2.8®);  annapate  'nnaaya  (iv.2.3*  and  [by  i.61]  v.2.2i); 
niho  ati  sridho  'ty  acittim  (iv.!.*?^ :  O.  omits  the  first  two  words) ; 
tapaso  'dhi  jdtah  (iv.2.10*);  deva  svadhdvo  '^mrta^ya  dhdma  (iiL 
1.11®:  O.  omits  the  first  word  and  the  last),  with  the  counter- 
example anyd  vo  any  dm  avatu  (iv.2.6^:  ().  omits  the  last  word) ; 
bhdmito  * mitrasyd  ^bhiddsatah  (i.6. 12*:  O.  omits  the  last  word); 
ydn  agnayo  'nvatapyanta  (iii.2.83:  O.  omits  ydn) ;  agne  'dabdhd- 
yo'^atano  (lA.lS^:  O.  omits  agne);  adhvaryo  'ver  apdsh  (vi.4. 
3*:  O.  ends  at  'veh) ;  and  patakrato  'nu  te  ddyi  (ii.5.12*). 

A  special  explanation  is  required  for  the  passage  in  which  agnor 
yah  occurs,  since  the  following  pada  is  anu^  which  might  seem  to 

8.  gdhamdnah ity  evampHrvo*   'kdro  lupyate.    yathd^: 

gdh- ;    jdy- ;    hetayo ;    many- ;    vanas- .• 

vanaspatt  ^ti kim:  namah        :  anna- .*  niho .•  tapaso 

;    deva ;    svadhe   ^ti  kirn:    anyd ;   bhdmito ; 

ydn ;  ukdraaya  vakdravikriydydm  vyafijanaparo  nakdra*  iti 

yavanaha   (xiL4)   nishedhdbhdvdd   alope  prdpte    tadapavddo 
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fall  under  xiL4.  Its  inclusion  here  is  necessary,  because  in  sam- 
hitd  the  word  becomes  anv,  so  that  its  n  is  no  longer  "  followed 
by  a  vowel,"  as  required  by  that  i*ule.  The  question  might  arise, 
whether  rule  L51  would  not,  at  any  rate,  cause  anv  to  be  implied 
along  with  ami;  but  the  commentator  does  not  raise  it,  and  the 
course  taken  by  the  treatise  is  evidently  the  more  reasonable  and 
safer  one. 

The  last  three  cases  which  the  rule  deals  with  are  of  a  peculiar 
character,  and  quite  different  from  all  the  rest  falling  under  this 
chapter,  being  those  in  which  a  final  pragraha  or  uncombinable 
vowel  elides  an  initial  a,  either  in  the  passages  specified  in  xL3 
(like  the  last  of  the  three)  or  elsewhere  (like  the  other  two).  This 
the  commentator  points  out,  and  declares  that  in  every  other 
instance  the  a  remains  after  a  pragraha.  I  have  already  noticed 
(under  iv.6,7)  what  the  usage  of  the  text  is  after  pragrahcLS  in  o : 
that,  against  the  two  cases  here  mentioned  of  a  elided  after  a 
vocative  in  o,  there  are  but  two  in  which  the  a  remains ;  but  that 
after  a  final  o  containing  the  particle  u  we  have  twenty-one  cases 
of  a  retained,  and  no  case  of  its  elision.  The  passages  where  a  is 
retained  after  an  e  that  is  pragraha^  I  have  omitted  to  note :  but 
there  is  a  considerable  number  of  them,  including  many  (e.  g.  i.4. 
30 :  ii.6.6^ :  vi.3.5^ :  vii.6.32 :  the  commentator  cites  a  single  one,  ifne 
agvind  8amvatsarah,  v. 6.4*)  where  the  retention  is  not  otherwise 
authorized:  so  that  inability  to  cause  elision  is  unquestionably 
involved  in  the  very  character  of  a  pragraha  vowel,  according  to 
the  view  of  the  treatise,  and  needs  not  to  be  expressly  stated.  At 
this  we  have  a  right  to  be  surprised,  especially  for  two  reasons : 
first,  that  it  is  thought  necessary  to  teach  (see  x.24)  that />ra^aAa^ 
arq  not  liable  in  general  to  combination  with  the  initial  vowels 
that  follow  them;  and  secondly,  that  according  to  this  treatise 
there  is  no  combination  of  the  initial  a  with  the  preceding  e  or  0, 
but  an  actual  loss  of  it,  leaving  the  e  or  o  unaffected  (except  some- 
times as  to  accent).  But  the  essential  character  of  the  pragraha 
vowels,  the  reason  of  their  peculiar  treatment,  and  the  proper  sig- 
nificance of  the  term  by  which  they  are  called,  are  obscure  points 
as  yet  in  Hindu  phonetics  and  nomenclature. 

It  remains  to  inquire  how  complete  and  accurate  is  the  enumera- 
tion by  the  Prati9akhya  of  the  cases  of  elision  or  non-elision  of  a 
occurring  in  the  Taittiriya  Sanhita.  I  have,  in  looking  through 
the  Sanhita,  carefully  considered  every  case  with  reference  to  the 
rules  of  the  treatise,  and  the  result  is  that,  apart  from  ge  apanshu 

'gam.  ague .•  adhvaryo .•  ^ataJcrato ;  atra  yava- 

naha  (xii.4)   ityddindi  '^va  lope  siddhe  punar  asya  grahanam 

niyarndrtham :  dyo  'dhvaryo*  krato  ity  etatpadatrayapilrvasydi 

'vd*   ^kdrasya*  lopo  na  tv   itarapragrahapilrvasye'   Hi:  yathd: 

line 

^  G.  M.  -tw*  tv.  «  G.  M.  0.  om.  »  B.  -rapara.  *  0.  ddhr,  »  B.  om,  •  0.  kdra, 
'  B.  itaraiira  pr-. 
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(i4.dd)  already  treated  of  under  xL3  (p.  244),  I  have  found  only 
two  cases  of  a  retained  which  are  not  accounted  for:  namely 
Ordhvo  asthdt  (v.2.1*;  R-V.  x.1.1)  and  80  agnih  (v.2.33;  R-V.  vii. 
1.16)  ;  and  both  these  I  suspect  to  fall  under  L61, 1  having  failed 
to  note  the  previous  occurrence  of  the  passages.  Of  cases  explained 
by  i61  there  is  a  considerable  number;  only,  as  was  remarked 
under  that  rule  (see  p.  47),  there  are  three  among  them  to  which, 
if  the  commentator's  forced  interpretation  of  its  terms  be  admitted, 
it  cannot  be  made  to  apply.  Of  cases  of  elision  of  a  unaccounted 
for,  I  have  found  none.  Of  course,  my  examination  of  the  Sanhita, 
having  been  made  by  the  help  of  a  single  sathhitd  manuscript,  is 
not  to  be  credited  as  absolutely  accurate :  yet  I  have  a  good  deal 
of  ^ith  in  the  trustworthiness  of  its  result. 

9.  When  the  elided  a  is  grave,  the  preceding  diphthong,  if 
acute,  becomes  circumflex. 

All  the  Prati9akhyas,  and  the  usage  of  the  known  Vedic  texts, 
are  in  accord  upon  this  point  (see  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  iiL55).  To  the 
particular  circumflex  hence  resulting,  the  treatise  gives  later  (xx.4) 
the  name  abhinihata;  the  others  call  it  abhinihita.  The  exam- 
ples given  are  t^  'bruvan  (ii.6.1^  et  al.)  and  8d  'bravtt  (iLl.2*  et  aL). 

The  representation  of  the  tone  of  the  elided  a  in  the  resulting 
accent  oi  the  eliding  diphthong,  of  course,  favors  the  view  that 
regards  it  as  absorbed  into  the  latter,  rather  than  elided. 

3^1%  ^i-je^m    3^TfPT  II  \o  n 

10.  When  it  is  acute,  the  preceding  diphthong,  if  grave, 
becomes  acute. 

This,  also,  is  a  universal  usage.  The  commentator  quoted  two 
examples:  dva  rundhati  'scUrarh  vd'i  (vii.3.8' :  O.  omits  ava)  and 
dnnapcUi  'nnasya  (iv.2.3*  and  v.2.2>). 

11.  As  also,  in  every  case,  if  circumflex. 

The  commentator  exphiins  ca^  '  also,'  as  bringing  down  uddtte, 

9.  f/am^  adfiikrtyd  ^yam  prabandha  uktas  tasminn^  akdre  'nur 
ddUe  luptejati  pHrva  ekdra  okdro  vo  ^ddttah*  svaritam  dpadyate. 
yathd*:  th ;  8d 

^  G.  M.  ayam.    '  G.  M.  asm-.    "*  G  M.  put  next  after  ^jwrva.     *  in  B.  only. 

10.  taaminn^  evd  ^kdra  uddtte^  lupte  sati*  piirva  ekdra  okdro  vd 
hiuddtta  uddttam  dpcuiycUe,    yathd*:  ava .•  anna- 

'  O.  aamr.    *  0.  puta  next  after  eva.    *  0.  om.    *  in  0.  only. 
VOL.  IX.  34 
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*  when  the  elided  a  is  acute,'  from  the  preceding  rule,  and  %arvaJtra^ 

*  in  every  case,'  as  signifying  *  whether  the  circumflex  be  independ- 
ent or  enclitic'  His  examples  are  hheshqjdm  gdvi  *pvdya  (i8.6*) 
and  6j6  'jdyathdh  (L6.12*),  where  the  final  syilables  of  gdve  ah^ 
6jah  have  the  enclitic  circumflex  by  xiv.29,  and  dtho  ^kthyd  'thd 
Hirdtrd/i  (vii.1.5*:  G.  M.  O,  omit  the  first  word),  where  the  final 
syllable  of  ukthydh  has  the  independent  circumflex  before  the 
elision. 

We  might  perhaps  also  fairly  conclude  that  sarvatra  implies  an 
inclusion  of  the  case  treated  of  in  rule  9,  and  virtually  teaches  that 
a  final  circumflex,  eliding  an  initial  grave,  is  still  circimiflex. 

With  this  chapter  ends  the  first  pragna^  or  section,  of  the  treat- 
ise. The  division  into  prapiaa  is  a  purely  external  and  formal  one, 
and  (as  I  gave  notice  would  be  the  case,  in  the  Introductory  Note 
to  the  Atharva  Prati94khya)  is  made  no  account  of  in  this  edition. 
References  made  to  the  succeeding  chapters  by  section  and  chapter 
will  easily  be  found  by  adding  twelve  to  the  number  of  the  chapter 
as  given. 


CHAPTER    XIII. 


Contents:  1-3,  loss  of  m,  before  semivowels  and  spirants;  4^  its  retention  before 
r<^an  etc. ;  6-15,  details  of  the  occurrence  of  n,  otherwise  than  as  the  result  of 
sandhi;  16,  interchange  of  d  and  I. 

WJ   H*I(HN:  II  'i  II 

I.  Now  for  the  omission  of  m, 

II.  iiddtta  iti  ca^abdo  jndpayati :  tasminn^  aJcdra  icddtte  *  sati 
sarva*  ekdra  okdro  od  svarita  uddttam  dpadyate,    hheshajam 

.•  ojo aarvatre  Hi  vacandn  nityasvarito*  'pi  tcUhdi  'va 

tad  V idhdnam  sydt :  atho 

iti  tribhdshyaratne  prdtipdkhyavivarane 

dvddapo  'dhydyah, 

Hti  jyrathamah  pra^nah* 

^  0.  cum-,  ^  G.  M.  ins.  lupie;  0.  ins.  ca  lupie.  *  0.  aarvaira;  G.  M.  mMrvatror 
sthita.  *  0.  -ritcuyd.  (^)  0.  om. ;  G.  M.  praOiamapraiifuu  sam^tak.  harih  cm :  ^ 
bham  aatu  om;  W.  adds  1  hoH  hi  am,  and,  as  prelude  to  the  next  section,  friga- 
ne^dya  namah.  harih  om;  B.  adds  Jiarih  om. 

1.  athe  Hy  ay  am  adhikdra/i :  makdralopa^  t4cyata  ity  etad  adhi- 
krtam  veditavyam  Hta  tUtaram  yad  'oakBhydma^ ,  makdrcuya 
lopo  makdralopah*, 

'  0.  -raeya  ^.    <«>  W.  B.  om.    •  B.  om. 
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A  general  heading,  of  which,  however,  the  force  extends  but  a 
very  Tittle  way  (through  rule  4).  The  subject  is  a  supplement  to 
that  treated  at  v.27-31,  where  we  are  told  what  is  done  with  m 
before  a  mute,  or  before  any  other  semivowel  than  r. 

\H\\'^^ii  II  ^  II 

2.  A  m  is  omitted,  when  followed  by  r  or  a  spirant 

This  omission  of  m  is  accompanied,  according  to  xv.1-3,  by  the 
nasalization  of  the  preceding  vowel,  or  else  the  insertion  of  anie^ 
9vdra  after  it.  Respecting  the  relation  of  these  alternative  views 
to  one  another,  see  the  note  to  iL30.  The  definition  of  the  m  as 
lost  or  omitted  accords  best  with  the  former  view  i  it  is  sufficiently 
logical  and  consistent  to  say  that  the  consonant  is  lost  and  the 
vowel  nasalized;  if,  however,  an  anusvdra^  as  a  separate  vocal 
element,  is  to  take  the  place  of  m  after  the  vowel,  the  only  accepta- 
ble form  of  statement  must  be  that  the  m  is  directly  converted  into 
anusvdra.  This  form  of  statement  is  in  fact  adopted  by  the  Rik 
(iv.6)  and  V^.  (iv.l)  Pr&ti9akhyas,  which  acknowledge  an  aww- 
wdra^  while  tne  other  is  rightly  preferred  by  the  Ath.  I*rat.  (iL32, 
i67),  which  holds  the  theory  of  the  nasalized  vowel:  our  own 
treatise,  as  was  pointed  out  above  (p.  68),  trims  between  the  two 
views. 

The  commentator's  examples  are  pratyvshtan  rakshah  (Ll.2^  et 
aM,  san^Uam  me  brahma  (iv.l.lO^:  v.  1.10^),  tan  shad  ahdni  (v.6. 
2*),  sanrsam  id  yuvase  vrahan  (iL6.11*':  iv.4.4*:  only  G.  M.  have 
vrshan),  and  tvan  ha  yad  yavishthya  (ii.6. 1 1  *  )•  Counter-examples 
are  given :  to  show  that  m  before  other  letters  is  not  dropped, 
idam  vdm  dsye  (iii3.11*) ;  to  show  that  the  dropped  m  must  oe  a 
final,  tasmdt  tdmrd  dpah  (vL4.2*).  The  commentator,  namely,  has 
quietly  introduced  the  limitation  paddntah,  '  when  final,'  into  his 
explanation  of  the  rule,  without  pointing  out  whence  he  derives  it : 
it  comes,  in  fact,  only  from  the  general  scope  of  the  treatise,  which 
thus  far,  having  the  relation  of  pada  and  samhttd  texts  under 
treatment,  has  dealt  almost  exclusively  with  final  and  initial  letters. 

3.  As  also,  according  to  some  teachers,  when  followed  by  y 
or  v. 

2.  rephapara^^  co*  ^^shtnapara^  ca  paddnto*  makdro  lupyate, 

yaiMt:  praty- .*  san- ;  tan ;  san- ;  tvan 

*evampara  iti  kim :  i da m .•  paddnta  iti  kini :  tasmdt * 

repha^  co  ^^shmdna^*  ca  ^rephoshmdvah :  te  pare'  yasmdt  sa 

tathoktah. 

'  W.  rephof,  *  0.  om.  co.  «  B.  -nfe.  *  G.  M.  om.  <»)  0.  om.  •  G.  M.  0.  -md. 
OB.O.A.  0.  rqfhoahmdi^  tdu  pardu. 
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The  authorities  here  quoted  are,  as  the  commentator  does  not 
fail  to  point  out,  the  same  with  those  referred  to  above,  in  v. 30, 
where  we  were  taught  that  some  teachers  hold  m  not  to  be  assimi- 
lated to  a  following  y  or  v,  any  more  than  to  r.  The  accepted 
teaching  of  the  treatise,  however,  is  (v.28-9)  that  m  before  y,  /,  and 
V  becomes  a  nasal  counterpart  to  those  letters  respectively :  whence 
the  present  rule  is  pronounced  unapproved.  For  the  bearings  of 
the  discordant  doctrine,  see  note  to  v.  30. 

The  examples  are  toan  yc^fUahv  idyah  (l1.14*;  2.3''^:  O.  omits 
tdyah)  and  tan  vd  etan  yc^amdmih  (v.e.O^:  O.  omits  the  last 
word) :  the  ordinary  and  approved  reading  would  be  tvath^  tam^ 
and  etam — as  all  the  MSS.  in  fact  read,  neglecting  the  illustration 
of  the  opinion  se^  forth  in  the  rule.  A  counterexample  is  given, 
yamjcdmayeta  (L6.10*  et  al). 

4.  But  not  the  m  of  sam  and  sdm,  when  followed  by  rd. 

This  is  a  precept  applying  only  to  the  two  words  samrdj  and 
sdmrdfya,  and  in  the  other  Prati9akhyas  (see  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  ii.36) 
these  words  or  the  root  rdj  are  particularly  specified ;  since,  how- 
ever, the  syllable  rd  does  not  chance  to  occur  in  the  Taittiriya 
Sanhita  except  in  these  words  after  sam  or  sdm,  there  is  no  inac- 
curacy in  the  more  general  statement  as  here  made.  The  examples 
of  the  occurrence  of  the  words  in  question  selected  by  the  commen- 
tator as  illustrations  are  pra  samrdjam  (1.6.12^)  and  admrdjydya 
sukraiuh  (i.8.16*:  O.  omits  sukratuh).  As  counterexamples,  we 
have  pan  rdjann  oshadtdhhyaJi  (iiL2.3  * )  to  show  that  no  other  words 

3.  yakdraparo  *  vakdraparo  vd  maJcdro  lupyata  ity  ekeshdm ' 
matam:  ya  evd  ^sya  paficamddhydye*  8av(xrndpatttm*  pratishedhd- 
yanti^  teshdm  evdi  ^sha  lopavidhir  iti  tdn  anvddipati  cakdrah 

sinhdvcUokanena*,    yathd:  tvam .•   tarn ;  evampara  iti 

Mm:  yam yakdra^  ca  vakdrap  ca  yavakdrdu:  tdu  pardu 

yasmdt  sa  tathoktah. 

^etat  sUtram,  anishtam,'' 

*  G.  M.  ins.  vd,  ^  G.  M.  0.  ina  dcdrydi^dm.  '  B.  G.  M.  -mdnuvdke.  *  B.  aavar- 
nam  ctgre  vorttnoA ;  G.  M.  -napraHp-.  ^  W.  B.  -dhanii.  *  0.  •kamnydyena.  c^  G. 
M.  0.  ndi  ^tat  8&iram  ishiam. 

4.  V«  Hy^  evamparah  ^sarhadm  tty  etayor  grahanayor^  makdro 

na  lupyate,    yathd*:  pra ;  sdmr- sam  sdm   iti  kim: 

pan ;  rdpara  iti  kim:  sanrardnah,   paddntap  ca  vy- 

afijanaparah  prdkrta  (xiv.28)  iti^  vakshyamdnam*  dvitvor 

nishedham  itipahdo*  nivdraycUi :  tasmdd  atra  dvitvasiddhih.  ^ 

<')  the  MSS.,  as  usual  in  such  a. case,  rd  ity.  ^  G.  M.  put  at  beginning;  O.  om. 
ffrahanaywr,  *  in  G.  M.  only.  ^  0.  om.  ^  G.  M.  -«m.  *  G.  M.  tuf-,  "^  G.  M.  add 
iHfiMas  aam  sdm  ity  amoyor  eve  ^H  aamarihayoH, 
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retain  an  unchanged  m  before  rd^  and  aanrardnah  (i4.44  ^)  to  show 
that  only  rd,  not  ra^  effects  the  retention. 

According  to  W.  B.  O.,  the  particle  iti  in  the  rule  is  intended  to 
deny  the  application  to  the  word  here  had  in  view  of  rule  xiv.28, 
respecting  auplication,  and  to  assure  the  duplication  of  the  m 
beiore  the  r.  But  G.  M.  insert  tu^  'but,'  in  the  rule  after  iti^ 
ascribing  to  it  the  effect  just  defined,  and  making  the  iti  simply 
signify  that  the  words  mentioned,  and  no  others,  are  the  subjects 
of  the  rule.  And  G.  (not  M.)  writes  the  examples  accordingly, 
mmmrdjam  and  admmrdjydya.  That  this  bit  of  constructive 
interpretation  is  a  pure  figment  of  the  commentators  does  not  need 
to  be  pointed  out ;  respecting  its  occasion  and  beanng,  see  the  note 
to  xiv.28.  I  have  adopted  the  reading  of  W.  etc.,  which  is  pre- 
sumably the  older  and  more  genuine:  m  the  comment  on  xiv.28, 
even  G.  M.  agree  with  the  others  in  making  iti  the  bond  of  con- 
nection between  the  two  rules. 

?RT  ctuflHIH  II H II 

5.  Now  of  individual  sounds. 

According  to  the  comment  on  rule  xxiv.2  (see  the  note  to  that 
rule),  we  have  here  one  of  the  main  division  lines  of  the  treatise. 
Thus  far,  from  the  beginning  of  the  fifth  chapter,  we  have  had  to 
do  chiefly  with  the  combination  of  separate  words  or  padas  into 
connected  text ;  now  we  tarn  to  the  determination  of  individual 
letters,  which  are  read  alike  in  both  forms  of  text.  That  the  inten- 
tion of  the  treatise-makers  recognized  so  grand  a  transition  here 
may  be  doubted ;  but  that  the  change  is  one  of  some  importance 
is  not  questionable. 

:W*l{4»l^{^f^l    R^   TJRH^  HHH^X  "^" 

6.  Within  the  same  word,  a  n  preceded  by  r,  f,  r,  or  sh^ 
becomes  n, 

m 

6.  athe  Hy  ay  am  adhikdrah :  varndndm  samhitd  vakahyata^  ity 
etad  adhikrtath  veditavyam  :  ^atha  vd ;'  athapabdah*  padasarhhi" 
tdnishedhakah.* 

*  0.  ucyata.    <«>  G.  M.  om.    «  B.  fobdah.    *  B.  -tdydm  niah-. 

6.  aamdnapada  ekapada  rkdrarkdrar^hashakdrapHi^o^  nakdro 

nakdram^   dpadyate*,    trihhir .•    tvan .•    esha .*  kr- 

shno *evampilrva  iti  kim:  devdndth ;*  samdnapada 

iti  kim  :  ehhir aamdnam  ea  tat  padath  ca  samdnapadam : 

tawnin, 

0.  has  a  lacuna^  beginning  with  -napade  at  the  end  of  the  rule,  and  ending  with 
trUMr  X'  in  the  first  example.  *  G.  M.  ffkdrarq>?i^.  *  G.  M.  naivam.  *  B.  G.  M. 
dpnotL    ^  0.  om. 
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Already,  in  a  previous  chapter  (vii  1-1 2,16,1 6),  we  have  had 
detailed  all  the  cases  in  which  a  n  is  changed  to  n  in  the  course  of 
the  combination  of  words  into  phrases,  in  the  conversion  of  pada 
into  aamhitd:  now,  the  treatise  sets  out  to  account  for  every  single 
n  occurring  in  the  whole  text.  And  the  present  is  the  leading 
general  rule,  involving,  with  the  extensions  and  restrictions  imposed 
utter,  by  far  the  greater  nimiber  of  cases. 

The  conmientator's  examples  are  tribhir  rnavd  jdyate  (viS.lO*: 
O.  has  a  lacuna,  involving  the  beginning  of  this  citation),  tvan 
hot^lidm  (iv.3.13*),  esha  vd  rco  varnah  (vi.1.3  * :  but  W.  has  instead 
esha  vd  ahno  varnc^h,  vLl.3*"*),  and  krshno  'si  ^il.ll*);  his 
counteivexamples  are  devdndrh  vd  antam  jcigmvshdm  (vii5.8  * :  but 
6.  M.  have  only  devdndm,  which  of  course  is  found  in  various 
places ;  and  O.  omits  altogether),  where  none  of  the  lingual  letters 
specified  comes  before  a  n,  and  ^hir  no  arkdih  (iv.4.4^ :  O.  omits 
arkdih\  where  the  r  is  in  another  word  than  the  n.  All  these  are 
cases  in  which  the  alterant  letter  immediately  precedes  the  altered. 

oMolfll     ^^  II  ^  II 

7.  Even  though  other  sounds  are  interposed. 

Rule  15,  below,  puts  a  restriction  upon  this,  pointing  out  what 
letters  may  not  intervene  between  the  affecting  and  the  affected 
letter.  The  examples  are  apara^vrknam  dahati  (v.1.10* :  W.  B. 
omit  dahati;  O.  inserts  ha  between  the  other  two  words),  dtmann 
evd  ^^ramanam  kurttte  (vi.5.11*:  only  O.  has  the  first  two  words, 
and  it  omits  the  last),  adhishavanam  (Ll.6^:  but  G.  M.  O,  have 
adhishavane,  iv.7.8  or  vi.2.11*),  and  krshamdnah pratishthdkdmah 
(iii4.33). 


f%^WFT  II  t:  II 


8.  Also  in  hiranmayam. 

The  only  passage  in  which  the  word  occurs  is  quoted  by  the 
commentator:  hiranmayam  ddma  dakshind  (ii.4.13:  O.  omits 
dakshind).  The  intent  of  the  rule  is  to  establish  in  advance  a 
counter-exception  to  the  exception  "  not  when  followed  by  a  mute," 
made  in  rule  15,  below. 

7.  uktanimiUapHrvo  nakdro  *nyena  *  ^vyaveto  '/>«*  *vyavahito 

*pi^  natvam  dpnoti.    yathd^:  ap- ;  dtmann ;  adhir .• 

krshr 

*  G.  M-  ins.  varnencL    <*)  W.  0.  om.    O  G.  M.  om.    *  in  0.  only. 

8.  hiranmayam  ity  asmin  grahane  nakdro  ^natvam  dpnotP, 

yathd*:  hiraiy spar  pap  ar  a  (xiii.16)  iti*  vaJcshyawdnor 

pratishedhasya^  pratiprasaDdrtham  idam  siltraw. 

c*)  G.  M.  nakdram  dpadyate.    '  in  B.  only.    >  0.  om.    *  O.  -i^aa^pr*. 
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9.  Also,  in  the  inflectional  and  derivative  forms  oipdni,  garia^ 
puriya^  kanva,  kdna,  gdria^  bdna,  venu,  guruXj  and  manij  the  first 
nasal  is  n. 

The  word  pravdda  is  not  found  elsewhere  in  our  treatise  or  its 
commentary.  From  the  latter's  explanation  and  use  of  it  we  derive 
for  it  a  meaning  somewhat  different  from  that  which,  according  to 
Regnier  (note  to  Rik  Pr.  iL39),  it  bears  in  the  Rik  Prati9akhva. 
The  latter  makes  it  mean  *  theme ;'  in  our  comment,  on  the  other 
hand,  it  evidently  siffnifies  a  derived  form  of  a  theme,  in  any  gender 
or  case,  in  compositiou,  or  in  extension  by  secondary  suffix ;  and  I 
have  translated  it  accordingly.  So  far  as  I  can  see,  however,  the 
same  signification  belongs  to  it  in  most  of  the  passages  of  the  Rik 
Pr.  also,  and  Regnier's  exposition  of  its  use  calls  for  revision. 

There  is  an  abrupt  change  of  implication  here,  without  any  inti- 
mation of  it  in  the  terms  of  the  precept  itself;  it  is  only  at  the  end 
of  rule  14,  below,  that  we  find  the  word  prdkrtdh^  which  we  must 
understand  as  applying  to  rules  9-14 — a  kind  of  footing  instead  of 
heading  (adhikdra)',  see  another  like  case  in  the  third  chapter, 
rules  2-7  (note  on  iii.2).  In  this  connected  paragraph  of  rules  we 
have  an  enumeration  of  the  words  in  which  a  n  is  "  original,"  and 
hence  found  equally  in  all  the  forms  of  the  text. 

The  examples  are  supdnih  svangurih  (iiil.ll*:  iv.1.6^:  O.,  in 
this  and  the  two  following  examples,  has  only  the  first  word), 
vrshapdnayo  *pvdh  (iv.6.6®),  and  hiranyapdnim  Utaye  (i.4.25:  ii.2. 
12^):  the  text  contains  half  a  dozen  other  examples  of  the  pravd- 
das  of  pdni/ — gandndrh  tvd  ganapatin  havdmahe  (ii.3.14^:  O. 
omits  the  last  word),  gand  me  md  vi  trshan  (iiil.S^),  ganena 
ganam  (v.4.7^),  and  dUredmitraQ  cci  gandh  (iv.6.6®):  the  cases, 

9.  pdnt  Hyddi^abddndm^  pravddeshu pHrvah  prcUhamo  nakdrah 
prakrtydi  'va  veditavydh,  prakarshena  vddah*  pravddah*:  lingor 
vfbhaktib/tedasamdsataddhitddibhir*  nirdega^  ity  arthah,    yaJthd^: 

sup- ;    vrshap- .•    hiraiv- .•    gandndm ;    gand 

;   ganena .•    dUre- .'  punyo .*  sd ;  kanvd 

;  tasydi ;  akarnayd ;  gdnap- ;  vipalyo ; 

venur ;  venund :  yad /  yathd ;  ma7iind 

''nanu  gana^abdapravddatvdd  gdnagrahanara  ayuktam:    ^mdi 
^vam:*  ganapravddatve  aati  tad  bhavet:  kimtu  ganapatipabda- 

pravddo'yam,  ptlrva  iti  kim:  gan- ;  ven- .*  man- ;' 

ityddiahiX  Htaraaya*  natvam  md  bhUd  iti, 

»  G.  M.  -ddindm  grahandndm.  «  W.  -ddk.  »  W.  -^mddk;  G.  M.  om.  *  W.  om. 
hheda,  » W.  nirdishtd,  •  G.  M.  om.  c»)  G,  M.  om.  ^  W.  iv<m,  •  G.  M.  0.  -ro- 
nakdaraaya. 
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Gompounds,  and  derivatives  of  gana  are  found  by  dozens  in  the 
Sanhit& ;— ^wnyo  bhavati  vasantam  (i.6.11*:  O.  omits  the  last 
word)  and  8d  md  sarvdn  punydn  (viLl.7*) :  ptmya  occurs  in  five 
other  passages,  once  (iii3.8*)  in  composition; — kanvd  ahhi  pra 
gdyata  (iv.S.ia^ :  O.  ends  with  ahhi) :  there  are  two  other  cases  of 
declensional  forms ; — tcut^di  kdno  yd  datah  {u.b,V :  O.  alone  has 
the  last  word,  and  it  onuts  the  first ;  G.  M.  end  with  kdnah)  and 
dkarnayd  ^kdnayd  ^^oriayd  (vLl.C^ :  only  W.  has  the  last  word) : 
there  is  no  other  case; — gdfiapatydn  mayobhUr  e  Vii  (iv.1.22: 
O.  has  only  the  first  word ;  only  G.  M.  have  the  last  two) :  I  have 
noted  but  one  other  case ; — viQalyo  hdnavdn  uta  (iv.6.1* ;  O.  omits 
the  first  word) :  we  have  a  declensional  case  of  bdna  at  iv.6.4* ; — 
venur  vdinavi  bhavati  (v.  1.1*:  O.  omits  the  last  word\  venund  m 
mimtte  (v. 2. 6^),  and  yad  venoh  suahiram  (v.1.1*) :  there  are  a 
couple  more  of  cases ; — yathd  gune  gunam  (vii2.42) :  we  have  else- 
where only  dviguna,  at  v.2.5^'3; — and  manind  rdpdni  (vii.3.14): 
elsewhere  only'  manivdla,  at  v.6.13.  To  explain  the  limitation 
pHrvah,  *the  first  nasal,'  in  the  rule,  the  commentator  quotes 
parts  of  passages  already  given — namely  gandndrh  tvd,  venund  «i, 
and  manind  rdpdni  (but  O.  omits  the  second  example,  and  the 
second  word  of  the  third) — in  which  the  pravddas  exhibit  a  second 
nasal  which  is  dental  He  raises  the  objection,  moreover,  that  the 
mention  of  gdna  in  the  rule  is  unnecessary,  since  the  word  is  a 
pravdda  of  gana;  but  replies  that  the  word  (gdnapatya)  aimed  at 
is  a  pravdda  of  ganupati,  not  of  gana.  It  is  true,  now,  that  gdna- 
patydt  stands  one  degree  farther  removed  from  gana  than  does,  for 
instance,  ganapatibhyah,  or  than  would  gdnikah  if  it  occurred  in 
the  text ;  yet  we  should  hardly  have  expected  it  on  that  account 
to  receive  a  different  treatment. 

qjUILliuioilMHIUI^UMl:  ii  '^o  ii 

10.  Also  in  partly  panim^  viyaindTiah^  and  Unyoh, 

The  passages  are  agne  deva  panibhir  vtyamdnah  (i.1.13^:  only 
G.  M.  have  the  last  word),  panim  goshu  stardmdhe  (11.6.11^:  O. 
omits  the  last  word),  viyamdnaJi  :  tarn  ta  etam  (Ll.lS^:  O.  has 
only  the  first  word ;  G.  M.  read  -naa  tarn  etc.,  neglecting  the  pause 
of  division  between  the  two  words),  and  iinyoh  kavikratum  (12. 
6*).  These  words  are  said  to  be  made  a  separate  rule  of  because 
there  is  no  longer  any  inclusion  of  pravddas  or  derived  forms. 

ic^ifg^:  II  -^-^  II 

11.  Also  before  a  lingual  mute. 


10.  *  pant  ^tyddigrahaneshu*  nakdrah  prakrtydi  ^va  veditavyah, 

apravdddrtho  'yam  drambhah,   agne ;  panim .*  v iy- : 

Hiiyoh 

I  0.  prefixes  the  whole  series  of  words.    '  0,  -ddishu;  G.  K.  -dditihu  gr-. 
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The  examples  are  pitikanthdya  ca  (iv.5.6':  but  G.  M.  have 
instead  ^ikanthdya  svdhd^  which  I  do  not  find  in  the  text,  not 
even  at  vii.3.17,  where  a  number  of  similar  expressions  are  read) 
and  kandHyeta pdmanambhdvvJcdh  (vLl.S^:  O.  has  the  first  word 
only).     The  combinations  nt  and  ndh  do  not  occur  in  the  Sanhit^ 

^^•i!iM)Uir^uTl[^uiMiRuriiH*iijitruluiwiit«*- 

UI*JilUI|iij[H^'Jun*NlfUHIMIUN^IUl||(^IUlfjh 
UNQnuilMIHSluiMIMU)HQ|lun:*t^^luri*UNQ|IU|:  - 
l^lHi^llUIIHjlHyiiui^Htlft  li  ^t?  II 

12.  Also  in  canhma^  phanat^  sthicTidUy  hinuydt,  hinoti,  kdu- 
neyah,  anishthdh^  ulbanam,  ugaTid  wherever  found,  cupunikd, 
hdnijdya^  anavag  ca,  dtndrah,  s^dnum,  tdnave,  vindydm,  o^Io- 
naydj  paveta,  vdnth,  kalydn%  kwnapam,  vdnah  gata,  goTid  wher- 
ever found,  dhdnikd,  and  m  ent 

The  passages  aimed  at  are  quoted  by  the  commentator  as  follows : 
avabhrtha  nicankuna  niceruh  (\AAb^:  all  but  O.  omit  niceruh^ 
which  would  allow  the  passage  to  be  found  also  at  vi.6.3*;  O. 
omits  avabhrtha) :  nicankuna  occurs  a  second  time  in  L4.46^ ; 
anvdpantphanat  (i.V.B^);  aydsthUndv  nditdu  (1.8.12^);  hhrd- 
trvydya  pra  hinnydt  (ii.2.6^:  O.  begins  with/>ra);  evd  ^8?fidi  pra 
hinoti  (ii.2.6*);  rajano  vdi  kdumyah  (ii.3.8*);  ye  'nishthds  tdn 
(ii5.52)  ;  yajfia  vibanam  kriyate  (iiL4.3^),  and  also,  by  i.63,  amUbor 
nam  (at  iii.4.3®) ;  dvyddhinir  ugand  uta  (iv.l.lO^:  the  example  is 
wanting  in  W.)  and  ugatjdbhyas  trnhattbhyah  (iv.6.4>:  O.  omits 
the  last  word) ;  varihayantl  cupunikd  ndmd  ^si  (iv.4.6  * :  only 
W.  has  the  first  word,  and  it  omits  the  last) ;  mantrine  bdnijdya 
kakshdndm  pataye  (iv.6.2^:  B.   G.  M.   omit  the  first  word,  G. 

11.  ^tavarge  pare^  nakdrah^  ,prakrtydi  h^a  veditavyah.  piti- 
;  kand- tavargah paro  yasmdt  sa  tathoktah, 

<•>  B.  6.  M.  -rgaparah;  0.  -rgaparo  vd.     '  G.  M.  put  after  'va. 

12.  cankujm eshu  nakdrah  prakrtydi  'ya   veditavyah, 

avabh- ;    anv- ;    aya- .'   bhrdt- .•    evd ;   ra- 
jano   .•  ye .•  yajila .•  yatrayatra  ^utir  ugandgraha- 

nasya^  tatratatra  natvam  karamyam :  *d  vyd- :'  ugan- ; 

varsh' .•   mantrine .*  priy- .*   ce  Hi  kim:  anavas 

.*  etam .•  ya .*  yd ;  a^lonayd .*  pane- .* 

indrarh .•  kalydnt .•  purushak- .*  vdnah .*  ^te 

Hi  kim:  *rtdv- .•*  ^ond ;  *^rutiriti  kim:  pondya .** 

ni ;  vanaa- .•  makdrenakim:  ubhay- 

>  G.  M.  0.  put  before  yatra-.    <«)  W.  om.    <»>  0.  om.     «)  0.  om. 
VOL.  IX.  35 
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M.  the  last,  W.  O.  the  last  two) ;  priyamgava^  ca  me  'nava^  cd 
me  (iv.7.42:  G.  M.  omit  the  first  word,  O.  the  first  three),  with  a 
counter-example,  anava^  te  ratham  (L6.12®),  to  prove  the  need  of 
ca  in  the  citation;  etarh  vdi  para  dtndrah  (v. 6.6®);  ya  sthdnun 
hanti  (vii.3.1  *) :  we  have  yajhasthdnu  twice  at  vLl.2*  ;  yd  tiZtmve 
yd  vtndydm  (vil.4');  aplonayd  ^saptapaphayd  krindti  (wi.l.Q'' : 
only  0.  has  krlndti) ;  panetd  ^goargham  ^vi.l.lO*);  indram  vdmr 
an^shata  (i.6.12^) ;  kalydnt  rUpasamrddhd  ad  nydt  (viil.6® :  only 
O.  has  the  last  two  words) :  kalydnt  occurs  in  one  or  two  other 
passages;  purushakunapam  a^vakumipam  gduh  (vii/i.lO^:  only 
O.  has  gduh) :  we  have  kunapam  as  independent  word  at  viL2. 
10^;  vdnah  patatantur  bhavati  (vii.6.92),  with  a  counter-example, 
to  show  the  necessity  of  adding  ^ata  in  the  rule,  rtdvdna^  caya- 
mdnd  rndni  (ii.1.11*:  only  G,  M.  have  rndni;  O.  omits  the 
example :  vdnah  is  a  pada  in  the  word  as  divided,  rta-vdnah) ; 
^orid  dhrahnU  nrvdhasd  (viL4.20:  W.  B.  end  with  dhrshnU)  and 
poridya  svdhd  (viiS.lB:  O.  omits  the  example,  along  with  the 
specification  of  the  point  it  illustrates),  the  only  examples  of  pana 
that  the  text  contams;  ni  jalgtdUi  dhdnikd  (vii.4.193);  and  «a- 
naspatindm  ent  (v.6.15:  O.  reads  e;jya),  with  a  counter-example, 
to  show  that  the  w^rd  only  occurs  ^ter  a  w,  nhhayata  eni  sydt 
tad  dhuh  (vii.1.6* :  G.  M.  O.  end  with  sydt), 

13.  As  final  of  the  former  member  of  a  compound,  n  is  found 
in  vrshan,  gtrshan,  brahman,  akshan,  carman,  and  carsharu 

The  term  avagraha^  we  are  told,  is  here  taken  in  the  sense  of 
avagrahastha.  The  same  interpretation  has  been  given  before 
(under  vi.9) ;  and  the  whole  use  of  avagraha  in  the  treatise  verges 
toward  an  equivalence  with  its  derivative.  Only  T.  O.  change  the 
p  of  pirahan  to  ch  after  n/  but,  as  this  is  in  accordance  with  the 
teaching  of  the  Prati9akhya  (v. 34),  I  have  adopted  it. 

The  examples  quoted  by  the  commentator  are  vdto  apdm  vrahan- 
vdn  {ihl.ll^:  O.  omits  vdto),  ^trshanvdn  medhyo  bJuivati  (y\\,6. 
26  *),  brahmanvanto  d^vd  dsan  (vi4.l6 * :  W.  B.  omit  dsan),  akshan- 
vate  svdhd  (vii.5.12i),  and  carmanvate  svdhd  (vii.6.12^):  we  have 
vrshaih-  also  at  ii6.8* :  iv.1.2  * :  viL6.6  » ;  firshary  at  vii.6.12  * ;  and 
brahman-  at  v. 7. 8®  and  vi4.10*  (a  second  time).  As  counter- 
examples, to  show  that  the  n  occurs  in  these  words  only  before  a 

13.  vrshann  ityddigrahaneshv^  avagraho  nakdrah  prakrtydVva 

veditavyah.     vdto ;    pirsh- .•    brahm- .*    aksh- ; 

^carm- '    ^carsharigrdhanasya^  ^dkhdntare  *vijfleyam  itddfia- 

ranam^:  mitrasya iti  kecid  uddharant^**:  tati  7ia  sddhu: 

anto  'lopdd  (xiii.l6)  iti  vakshyamdnapratishedhapratiprasavdr- 
tham  uktatvdd  eshdm  grahandndm  carshantdhrta  ity  atra^  nakd- 
rasya  paddntatvdbhdvdt.    athavd:  rkdrarkdrarashd*  (xiiL6) 


xiii  14.]     Tdittirtya'Prdtigdkhya  and  Tribhdshyaratna.  275 

pause  of  division,  he  gives  (the  whole  subject  is  omitted  in  O.) 
vrshann  agne  vipvdny  arya  d  (iv.4.4*),  tasmdt  aaptaytrshan  (v.l. 
7'),  brahman  vi^arh  vi  (ii,3.3^:  G.  M.  omit  v»),  ak%hann  amimor 
ddnta  (18.5*),  and papt^nd//^  carman  (vi.1.9^). 

This  disposes  of  all  the  avagrahas  cited  in  the  rule  save  carshan. 
No  such  pada  as  ca/rshan  is  to  be  found  in  the  Taittirlya-Sanhita, 
nor,  so  far  as  has  yet  come  to  light,  in  any  other  Vedic  text ;  nor 
does  the  word  seem  like  one  that  could  anywhere  occur.  One  can- 
not help  surmising  that  its  presence  in  the  rule  may  be  by  a  blunder 
merely,  it  being,  perhaps,  an  unintelligent  repetition  of  carm<m. 
But,  by  whatever  hap  or  mishap  it  found  its  way  in,  it  is  now  an 
accepted  part  of  the  text,  and  has  to  be  dealt  with.  And  the  com- 
mentator fii-st  creeps  out  of  the  diflSculty  through  the  hole  to  which 
he  usually  betakes  himself  in  a  like  case,  asserting  that  the  passage 
aimed  at  is  read  in  another  text  (pdkhd).  He  then  proceeds  to  state 
that  ^'  some  quote  as  here  referred  to  the  passage  mitrasya  carsham^t- 
dhrtah  ^ava/i  (iii.4.11*  and  iv.1.6^:  O.  omits  ^avah):  this  is  not 
good,  since  the  words  are  quoted  in  the  rule  by  way  of  antecedent 
exception  to  an  exception  [to  rule  6]  which  is  to  be  made  farther  on, 
by  the  words  '  nor  when  final,  nor  by  the  omission  of  a'  (rule  16) ; 
and  in  carshantdhrtah  the  n  is  not  final  Or :  others  are  of  opinion 
that  the  words  in  question  are  specified  for  the  sake  of  removing 
any  doubt  which  might  arise  as  to  whether  the  n  in  them  were  a 
product  of  alteration  under  rule  6  of  this  chapter ;  and,  in  this 
aspect,  the  citation  of  mitrasya  carshantdhrtah  is  to  be  approved." 
The  logic  of  this  final  conclnsion  I  entirely  fail  to  see:  for  no 
question  can  possibly  arise  as  to  whether  the  n  of  carshantdhrtah 
ndls  under  rule  6  ;  that  it  does  so  is  palpable  and  undeniable. 

As  we  should  expect,  considering  the  way  in  which  the  Prati- 
94khya  treats  the  cases,  these  words  are  read  with  n  in  the  pador 
text  also :  namely  vrshan-vdn,  hrahman-vantah^  and  so  on.  The 
same  is  the  case  in  the  j9a€^-texts  of  the  Rik  and  the  Atharvan 
(see  Ath.  Pr.  iv.99). 

14.  Also  in  rnn^  shunn^  shn,  mn,  and  rdvn — these  are  original. 

The  application  of  the  term  prdkrtdh,  *  original,'  in  this  rule  is,  as 
was  pointed  out  above  (under  rule  9),  to  all  the  cases  rehearsed  in 
rules  9-14. 

^diprdjf^er  atra  nakdro  vdikrta  iti  ^ankdnirdkarandrtham  etdni 
grahandnt  "^ty  anye^  manyante :  tathd  sati  mitrasya  carshantdhrta 
ity  uddhuranarh  ramaniyam,    ^^avayraha^^  iti  kitn:  vrshann 

;  tasmdt .'  brahman .•  akshann ;  pa^ilndrh 

avayrah/tstho^^ 'vagraha  iti  lakshyate,^^ 

>  W.  -««;  a.  M.  -dishu  gr-.  <«>  0.  om.  c3)  B.  om.  *  W.  -ahanh',  W  G.  U.  om. 
•  W.  'haraa^m.  ^  a.  M.  om.  *•  G.  M.  rkdrd.  »  B.  anena.  oo)  o.  om.  "  W.  -Jia- 
sthd,    **  G.  M.  put  next  before  lakshyate. 


276  W.  D.  Whitney,  [xiii.  14. 

• 

The  commentary,  after  pronouncing  the  citations  of  the  rule 
"  parts  of  words,  intended  to  include  a  number  of  cases,"  quotes 
examples,  as  follows :  avayamdtrnndm  upa  (v.2.8* ;  3.2  >,7* ;  5.4^ : 
O.  omits  upa)^  aaariUrnne  hi  hand  (vi.2.1 1^:0.  omits  hanii)^  and 
avayamdtrnnd  jyotih  (v.7.6^):  I  have  noted  rnn  elsewhere  only 
in  andchrnnam  (v.  1.7*);  abhishanno  yaanidt  (ii.4.2^),  nishanndya 
svdhd  (Yii,lA9^ :  only  G.  M.  have  this  example),  and  da^mdsd 
nishfinnd  dsan  (viL5.1*,2*:  O.  omits  the  first  word);  pda/tno 
ranhydi  i^^.K^^)^ pdshnd  sayujd  saha  (iv.1.22  and  v.  1.2*:  only  G. 
M.  have  saha)^  and  pilshne  prapathydya  avdhd  (vii.3.15:  G.  M. 
O.  omit  svdhd) :  I  have  noted  further  only  pdushna  (i.H.O^  et  al.); 
aryamm  carum  nir  vapet  (ii.3.4 '  twice,  * :  G.  M.  O.  stop  at  carum) : 
I  find  besides  sutrdmne  (i.8.92  et  aL)  and  nrmua  (1.7.132),  which 
last,  however,  the  rule  was  not  specially  intended  for;  finally, 
dadhikrdvno  akdrUham  (L5.11*  and  vii.4.19*:  O.  omits  akdri- 
sham)  and  d  grdvnah  (vi.3.2^:  O.  omits  this  example):  further 
cases  of  dadhikrdvan  and  grdvan  are  met  with  in  the  text  showing 
the  combination  vn;  I  have  noted  no  other  words  in  which  it 
occurs.  Counter-examples,  showing  that  vn  follows  rd  only,  would 
have  been  easy  to  furnish:  thus,  rdyaapoahaddvne^  at  L2.10*. 

Cases  of  quite  various  and  discordant  nature  are  here  thrown 
together.  Most  unequivocally  calling  for  treatment  in  the  Prati- 
9aKhya,  in  order  to  determine  their  reading,  are  the  three  passages 
in  which  sanna  is  altered  to  shanna  after  abhi  and  ni,  since  (as 
quoted  by  the  commentator  below)  the  padfi-text  restores  the 
original  form  of  the  word,  reading  ahhishanna  ity  ahhi-^annah 
etc.  Its  8  is  converted  to  8h  according  to  vL2,  but  there  is  no 
authority  excepting  here  for  the  change  of  nn  to  nn ;  chapter  vii. 
does  not  deal  with  this,  because  it  takes  up  only  those  cases  in 
which  the  alterant  cause  and  the  altered  nasal  are  found  in  differ- 
ent padas;  and  rule  6  of  the  present  chapter  does  not  apply  to  it 
because  its  first  n  is  protected  (according  to  xiii.  15)  by  being 
"  followed  by  a  mute,"  and  its  second  n  by  "  having  a  lingual  mute 
interposed."  The  case  of  trnna  is  akin  with  this,  only  with  the 
important  difference  that  the  alteration  of  its  nasals  lies  beyond 
the  ken  of  the  Prati9akhya,  the  nn  being  read  in  every  text.  The 
remaining  three  all  fall  under  rule  6  of  this  chapter,  but  they 
require  specification  because  they  are  also  covered  by  one  of  the 
exceptions  in  rule  16;  for  they  exhibit,  as  compared  with  their 

14.  atra^  siitre  paddikade^d  ete*  hahtlpdddndrtham  uktdh:  rnnd- 

diahv  eshu*  ca*  nakdrdh prdkrtd  eva  vijrieydh,   svay- ;  asam- 

;    svay- :    abhishr .*   ^nish- ;*    da^a- ;  pii- 

ahno :  pHahnd :  ptlahne .*  aryatnne ;  dadhi- 

.•  d 

prdkrta^abdo  *yam  pdnyddishv  eva  carahanparyanteshu  mu- 
khyah:  catasrahu  samhitdsu  natvasadbhdvdf:  rnne'  Hy  ddishu 
tu*  na  mukhyah:  kimtu  prdptyabhdve  'pi*  natvaprdpandrthafu 
tathd  hi:  rnndddu pHrvanakdrasya^*  spar^paratvdn  niahedhah: 
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themes  (aryaman^  -krdvan^  grdvan)^  a  "loss  of  a"  (cUopa): 
compare  what  is  said  of  this  alopa  below. 

As  regards  the  application  of  the  term  prdkrta,  '  original,'  their 
discordance  is  more  essential,  and,  indeed,  irreconcilable.  In 
trnna,  to  be  sure,  the  cerebral  /^s  are  as  original  as  in  the  words 
specified  by  rule  13,  since,  in  all  alike,  the  alteration  is  an  accom- 
plished fact  in  all  the  forms  of  text,  although  ultimately  referable 
to  the  cause  laid  down  in  rule  6.  But  the  last  three  cases,  although 
also  read  alike  in  all  texts,  are  introduced  here  as  counter-exceptions 
to  rule  15,  and  their  n  is  no  more  original  than  is  that  of  any  other 
of  the  words  falling  under  rule  6.  And  finally,  there  is  no  sense 
whatever  in  which  the  lingual  nasals  of  shanna  are  "  original." 
To  call  them  all  original,  then,  seems  even  more  than  a  looseness 
or  inaccuracy  in  the  use  of  that  tenn  :  it  is  a  blunder. 

The  commentator  perceives  the  difficulty,  and  attempts  to  remove 
it  by  a  lengthy  passage  of  special  pleading.  The  term  prdkrta,  he 
says,  is  mukhya^  '  of  primary  value '  or  *  of  full  force,'  as  applied  to 
the  words  beginning  with  pdni  (rule  9)  and  ending  with  carshan 

irule  13),  since  in  them  the  lingualized  nasal  is  found  in  all  the 
bur  samhitds;  but  in  rnn  and  the  rest  it  is  not  mukhya^  but  is 
simply  intended  to  authorize  the  nasalization  even  in  the  absence 
of  a  rule  prescribing  it.  Thus,  namely :  in  rnn  etc.  (i.  e.  in  rnn 
and  8hann\  the  first  nasal  constitutes  an  exception  (under  rule  6) 
as  being  followed  by  a  mute  (rule  16) ;  the  other  nasal,  as  having 
a  ^mute  between  it  and  the  altering  cause  (rule  16).  In  shn  ana 
mn^  again  [why  not  in  rdvn  .^J,  the  nasal  falls  under  the  exception 
touching  the  loss  of  a  (rule  16).  And  if  it  be  objected  that  the 
lingualization  is  assured  by  the  competency  of  the  citation — still 
[it  is  answered],  the  implication  is  avoided  that  the  occasion  of  the 
citation  is  the  originality  of  the  n  [?].  Moreover,  the  word  ca^ 
'  also,'  in  the  rule,  being  used  in  the  sense  of  subsidiary  adjunction 
{anvdcaya\  shows  the  lingualization  to  be  not  of  primary  value ; 
if  it  were  primary,  it  would  be  found  in  all  the  four  kinds  of  text ; 
but  it  is  not  so  found ;  for  we  read  in  pada-text  ahhishanna  ity 
dbhirsannah  and  nishanndye  Hi  ni-aanndya.  And  since,  from  the 
YfOT^  pUshfin  and  aryaman^  which  end  in  n,  such  forms  h»  pUshno 
ranhydi  and  aryamne  cat'um  are  read  in  the  var/uz-text,  therefore 
the  conversion  into  n  (all  but  O.  say  "  non-conversion  into  n  ")  in 

^Htarasyo  '^Uamasya^^  tavargiyavyavahitatvdt^'^:  ahnamnagraJui' 
nayos  tv  cUopdd  iti  nishedhah,  grahanasdmarthydd  eva^*  natvam 
sidhycUi  Hi  eet :  evam  svabhdvcUvam  eva  grahanasyd  ^pV^  mUlam 
iti parihdrah.  kim  ca:  anvdcaye^^  vartamdna^  cakdro  *py  eteshu 
natvam  amukhyam^^  iti  dyotayati:  mukhyarh^''  cet:  catasrshu 
samhitdsu  vidyeta^*:  na  cd  Hra  vidyate:  tathd  hi:  abhiahanna 
ity  abhi'Sannah:  nishanndye  Hi  nisanndya:  ity  atra^^ 
padasamhitdydm :  piXshann  aryamann  iti  nakdrdnta^abda- 
yoh:  pUshno  ranhydi:  aryamne  carum:  ity  ddi  siddhanX- 
patvdd^*  cUra  varnasamhitdydm  etatsdhcusarydd  ekaaHtrasthayor*^ 
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wama-text  is  to  be  inferred  also  for  rnn  and  ahann  (O.  says  rdvn) 
in  virtue  of  association  with  the  others,  they  being  found  in  the 
same  rule  with  them ;  for  all  who  understand  the  rules  of  affairs 
hold  that  the  determination  of  equivocal  classes  is  made  by  mention 
in  connection  with  words  unequivocal.  Therefore  the  meaning  of 
prdkrta  (all  but  O.  say  prakrtiS  as  defined  by  us  is  alone  acceptaole. 
By  comparison  with  the  explanations  given  above,  it  may  readily 
be  seen  how  much  of  reason  there  is  in  all  this  talk.  The  commen- 
tator raises  an  obscuring  dust  about  the  difficulty,  but  docs  not  at 
all  remove  it.  The  mttkhyatvam  of  the  term  prdkrta  as  here 
applied  is  more  easily  disproved  than  its  mUrkhatvam, 

S7  JOT  vl'fllJwHIHlHl  vfrfr  ^i'HlMlrHjAO  ST^TT- 
^  ^TH^RH^sraf^  II  ^H II 

15.  But  not  in  shumna^  agni,  and  yushmdnrta ;  nor  when  final ; 
nor  after  the  omission  of  an  a ;  nor  when  followed  by  a  mute ; 
nor  when  f,  «,  or  a  palatal,  lingual,  or  labial  mute  intervenes. 

It  would  be  rather  more  in  accordance  with  the  ordinary  usage 
of  the  treatise  to  make  five  distinct  rules  of  the  five  independent 
and  unconnected  specifications  which  are  here  crowded  together 
into  a  single  precept :  in  fact,  we  should  be  guilty  of  no  great  vio- 
lence if  we  were  to  divide  it  into  five,  affixing  to  each  its  own 
(independently  constructed,  as  if  for  an  independent  rule)  portion 
of  the  comment.  But  in  that  case,  at  any  rate,  the  first  rule  should 
read  na  shumno'gniyushmdmtah  (not  'gnir).  It  is  not  unob- 
jectionable as  it  stands,  since  we  should  expect  the  first  and  third 
complete  padas  to  be  quoted  as  they  stand  in  the  text,  and  the 
second,  which  is  only  a  fragment  of  a  pada^  to  be  distinguished  as 
such  from  a  possible  agnih.  As  to  the  first,  moreover,  there  is  a 
difference  of  reading  among  the  MSS.  of  the  text :  only  T.  W.  have 
shumno;  B.  O.  have  suinno ;  G.  M.  have  sushtimno;  and,  as  is 
seen  below,  even  W.  has  sumnah  in  the  reiteration  of  the  rule  by 
the  comment.  G.  M.,  it  may  be  added,  read  vyavdyishu  for  -yeshu 
in  the  last  specification. 

opy*'  rnnashannayor^^  varnaaamhitdydm  uatvahhdvd^*  mantor 
vyah :  prasiddhapadasanmbhivydhdrend^"  ^prasiddhapaddrtha- 
samartfianam**  artha^dstravidcth^''  sarve  khalu  svtkurvate,  ta&mdd 
asmadukta  eva  yttktah  prdkrta^bddrthah**. 

*  Gr,  M.  om. ;  0.  aamin.  *  0.  om.  '  B.  eteahu.  *•  0.  om.  <')  in  G.  M.  only.  •  G. 
M.  -sambhavdL  ^  0.  fi^^  t.  ^  G.  M.  put  after  no.  *  G.  M.  0.  om.  "^  0.  •vana' 
kdra.  Oi)  G.  M.  0.  fUtarasya,  "  W.  B.  savarg-;  G.  M.  iavarg-  (?J.  "  O.  evd. 
"  W.  om.  apt.  '*  G.  M.  (Ura  yo.  '•  B.  G.  M.  mukh-;  0.  anwfnu-.  "  G.  M.  -yof. 
»B.  G.  M.  vidyait,  "0.  om.  *  0.  om.  r^Lpa.  «'  W.  -yo;  B.  -trayor;  G.  M. 
-irasihitayor.  **  W.  om.  "  0.  rnenardvunonayor.  ^*  W.  B.  G.  M.  '(vdhh- ;  O.  eva 
mUvaaadbhd'.  •*  W.  G.  M.  -na,  but  W.  inserts  a  sign  of  omission  before  the  follow- 
ing jpr-.  *•  B.  -ddrtham;  G.  M.  -ddrthan  na  bhavati.  ^  B.  sarvofd^;  G.  M.  niya- 
math  fd-.    »  W.  B.  G.  M.  prakrHf. 
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Under  the  first  part  of  the  rule,  the  passages  aimed  at  are  quoted 
as  follows:  sushuttmah  sHryara^mih  (iii.4.7*),  indrdgnibhydm  tvd 
sayujd  (iv.4.6* :  G.  M.  omit  sayujd;  the  joa<?a-reading  is  doubtless 
indrdgni-hhydm^  so  that  the  r  and  n  are  samdnapade,  as  required 
by  rule  6),  and  yushmdnito  abhayam  jyotih  (ii.1.11®:  only  6.  has 
jyotih;  from  its  inclusion  here,  the  word  must  remain  undivided  in 
padorlent^  though  in  that  of  the  Rig- Veda  [ii27.11]  it  is  read 
ytishnuPnUah). 

Examples  of  final  n  not  lingualized  are  pitrn  havishe  attave  (ii. 
6.12')  &nd pra  mrnihi  ^tnXn  fi.2.142). 

The  precept  touching  the  omission  of  an  a  has  reference,  so  far 
as  I  can  discover,  only  to  the  oblique  cases  of  vrtrahan^  of  which 
two  (and  I  have  failed  to  note  any  others)  are  cited,  namely  vrtra- 
ghna  indrdya  tvd  {i.4.1*:  O.  omits  the  example)  and  vrtraghna 
stomdh  (iY.1.15^) — for  the  derivative  adjective  vdrtraghna  (ii6.2* 
et  aL)  can  hardly  be  aimed  at ;  and  yet,  the  authority  of  this  rule 
is  needed  to  establish  the  dental  n  in  this  word  also,  which  would 
otherwise  fall  under  rule  xiii.  6.  The  mode  of  definition  of  the  cases 
here  intended  is  in  very  remarkable  contrast  with  the  usage  else- 
where of  the  treatise,  which,  as  has  been  repeatedly  pointed  out, 
differs  from  the  other  Prati9akhya8  especially  in  avoiding  all  refer- 
ence to  grammatical  categories,  forms,  and  derivations,  and  defining 
the  words  to  which  its  rules  relate  simply  by  external  circumstances 
of  position  and  surroundings  in  the  text.  And  this  departure  from 
its  custom  is  a  quite  unfortunate  and  ill-judged  one :  for,  in  the 
first  place,  it  renders  necessary  a  part  of  the  specifications  of  the 
preceding  rule  (namely  «An,  mn^  and  rdvn)^  which  really  lie  outside 
the  province  of  the  treatise,  and  have  no  good  reason  to  be  men- 
tioned ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  as  the  commentator  points  out, 
it  involves  an  inconsistency  with  the  general  subject  of  the  chapter, 
which  has  to  do  with  conversions  arising  samdnapade^  '  within  the 
limits  of  the  same  pada^  while  in  vrtra-ghndh  etc.  the  affecting 
cause  is  in  one  pcula  and  the  nasal  to  be  affected  in  another.  The 
commentator  explains  that  the  intent  is,  by  a  far-reaching  glance 
backward  (literally, '  a  lion's  look '),  to  lay  aown  a  further  example 
to  a  rule  in  the  seventh  chapter,  where  the  restriction  samdnapade 
is  not  in  force :  ghnaJi  etc.,  namely,  are  altered  forms  of  han^  whose 

15.  ihumnoN:  agnih\'  yushmdnttah:  eteahu*  nakdro  natvarh 

nd '*''padyate :  sush- .•  indrd- .'  yushm- antah*  par 

ddnto nakdro  natvam  nd  ^^padyate :  pitfn .•  pra alopdd 

akdralopdf  paro  'pi  nakdro  natvam  nd  ^^padyate:  *vrtra- ;* 

vrtror nanv   atra  nimittanimitti7ior    bhinnapadasthatvdd 

vishamo  drshtdntah:  satyam:  sinhdvaXokananydyencC  pratha- 
mapra^ne*  saptamddhydye^  ^hoddharanantpena^^  ghatate:  ta- 
tra  ca  samdnapadaniyamo^^  nd  ^sti:  ghna  ity  asya  han^abdctvi- 
krtatvdd^*  ^^rashahpilrvo  havanV*  (vii.ll)  Hi prdptih.  "  spar- 
^paro  nakdra^  ca^^  natvarh  nd  ^^pnoti^*:  sarhkr- ;  ava ; 
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naeal,  by  villi,  is  liable  to  lingnalization.  But  han,  by  the  usage 
of  the  treatise,  signifies  '  the  syllable  or  audible  complex  of  sounds 
Aa»,'  not  '  the  theme  han  and  its  derivatives ;'  and,  as  the  text 
contains  no  example  of  the  combination  ghn,  it  would  have  been 
easy  to  exempt  n  from  lingnalization  ghakdrdt,  '  after  ^A.' 

The  cited  examples  of  ;*  remaining  unchanged  when  followed  by 
a  mute  are  samkrandano  'nimishah  (iv.6.4 ' :  O.  has  the  first  word 
only),  ava  rundhe  tdrpyam  {vlAAI^i  O.  omits  the  last  word),  and 
ncbkhanirbhinna rn  (i.  8. 9  * ). 

The  commentator  then  proceeds  to  enter  into  a  long  discussion 
of  more  than  usual  subtilty  and  obscurity,  of  which  I  am  by  no 
means  confident  that  I  apprehend  the  meaning.  The  point  aimed 
at,  indeed,  seems  quite  clear :  by  xiv.4,  the  n  of  such  a  word  as 
jmima  is  to  be  doubled,  making  pUnnja;  here,  then,  is  a  case 
where  the  first  n  is  "followed  bv  a  mute'*''  (apar^aparah)^  and  so 
would  seem  to  have  its  lingual  character  forbidden  by  the  present 
rule.  The  reasonable  reply  to  so  hair-splitting  and  impertinent  an 
objection  would  appear  to  be  that,  a  duplication  being  ordered  by 
the  treatise,  the  product  can  be  nothing  but  n//,  since  nn  would  be 
no  duplication  at  all.  The  commentator,  however,  prefers  to  get 
around  the  difficulty  by  limiting  the  word  «p</rp</,  '  mute,'  as  here 
used,  to  one  which  is  not  the  product  of  express  prescription  (?). 
For  in  pHrrut  papcdt  (iii.6.1*  et  aL)  there  is  duplication,  making 
pHrnnd  (not  one  of  the  MSS.  writes  the  duplication),  the  one  n 
being  prescribed  by  xiv.4,  the  other  being  its  occasion  or  root 
(tJiiUii).  With  this,  O.  prudently  ends;  the  other  MSS.  go  on  to 
explain  "express"  (? pramddha)  by  referring  to  the  word  naJcha- 
nirbhinnani^  already  quoted  above,  as,  with  its  like,  also  exhibiting 
an  instance  of  occasion  of  prescription.  This  word,  namely,  falls 
under  rules  xiv.4,6  (becoming  thereby  naJc/iauirbbhinna) ;  and  in 
rule  5  the  term  "  succeeded  by  a  consonant "  (vyanjanottara)  is  used 
in  a  different  sense  from  "  followed  by  a  consonant "  (vyafljana- 
para) ;  the  meaning  of  which  will  be  there  explained  at  full  length 
(as  we  shall  find  to  our  cost,  in  one  of  the  obscurest  discussions  of 
the  entire  treatise).  The  appositeness  of  the  whole  reference  I  do 
not  understand. 

Finally,  examples  are  quoted  of  the  suspension  of  nasalization  by 

nakha- apar^o  'trd^^  ^prasiddhalaJcshaHavUhdyo^^  v ivaksh- 

yate^*:  atiycUhfV^  pilrnd  papcdd  ity  dddu  natvam  nti  sydt:  re- 
phdt  param  ca  (xiv.4)  fti  hi  prasiddhavi^^  lakshanam  tanmH- 
lam  ca**  pHrnne  ^ty  atra  dvitvam.  **pra8idd?iapadena  kim** : 
nakhanirbhinnam  ity  dddv  npi  katham  ciP^  lakshiiuamd- 
latvaih  aambhavati,  kith  tal  lakshanam  iti  cet :  dvittyacatur- 
thayor  (xiv.b)  ity  atrasiUroktavyaHJanottarayor^^  (xiv.6)  iti 
vdco  yuktyaiitaram  iti  hriltnaJi :  tasya  Utkshanaih  tatrdi  ^va  sphth 
Wcarishyate*''  viahatd  prahandhena**.  spar  pah  pare**  yasmdd 
asdu  sparpaparah,    **  p*isacatatavargiyeshu  *•  vyavadhdyikeshv^^ 
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an  intervening  p  or  «,  or  a  palatal,  lingual,  or  dental  mute :  namely 
ra^ndm  d  daUe  (vL3.6^),  ague  rasena  t^asd  (i.4.46* :  only  G.  M. 
have  t^asd)^  rocante  rocaiid  divi  (vii.4.20:  O.  omits  rocante)^ 
soman  rdjdnam  (L7.10*  et  al.),  prakrtdinah  payodhdh  (iv.3.13^), 
prtand  jaydmi  (liLS.S'*^),  and  janaprcUha7idya  avdhd  (iii.2.8*: 
only  O.  has  svdhd;  G.  M.  have  the  false  reading  -pradha-^  and  O. 
has  dropped  out  a  part  of  the  word,  gixing  janajidya). 

In  the  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  iii.94, 1  have  pointed  out  the  physical 
reason  why  these  sounds,  by  their  interposition,  prevent  the 
lingualization  of  the  nasal :  they  are,  all  of  them,  such  as  call  into 
action  for  their  utterance  the  tip  of  the  tongue,  throwing  it  out  of 
adjustment  for  the  lingual  contact.  The  tendency  which  the 
history  of  Aryan  language  in  India  exhibits  toward  the  conversion 
of  dentals  into  Unguals  shows  itself  most  actively  in  the  case  of 
the  nasal :  the  tongue,  being  rolled  back  into  the  position  of  lingual 
articulation  by  the  utterance  of  r,  f,  r,  or  «A,  han^s  suspended 
there,  as  it  were,  and  makes  the  next  nasal  contact  lingual,  unless 
the  tendency  is  satisfied  by  the  intermediate  production  of  such  a 
contact,  or  frustrated  by  the  transfer  elsewhither  of  the  articulat- 
ing organ. 

The  Pr^ti9akhya'8  enumeration  of  the  cases  of  occurrence  of  the 
lingual  nasal  is,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  determine,  complete. 
No  one  of  the  other  treatises  undertakes  such  an  enumeration. 

16.  In  the  opinion  of  PSushkarasSdi,  I  after  a  mixed  vowel 
becomes  rf. 

The  mention  of  Piiushkarasadi  (O.  has  everywhere  Pauskaras4di), 
the  commentator  says,  is  out  of  respect,  and  not  because  the  rule 
is  not  a  peremptor}^  one.  "  Mixed  vowel "  is  a  term  which  is  not 
elsewhere  employed  by  the  treatise,  nor  does  the  latter  contain 
anything  that  should  intimate  an  explanation  of  its  meaning.  The 
comment  glosses  it  by  '  the  sound  r ;'  it  appears,  tlien,  that  r  is 
thus  styled,  from  having  its  vocalic  quality  '•  mixed  "  with  conso- 
nantal, namely,  with  the  r-sound.     The  other  Prati9akhyas  (see 

satsu  nakdro  natvarh  nd   ^^padydte:    ycUhd*^:    rapandni ; 

agne ;   rocante ;   soman ;  prakri- ;  prtand 

;  janor rhdrarkdrC.  (xiii.5)  ''^diprdpteh^^ pratishedho' 

'yarn  vihitah. 


'  W.  B.  0.  awnnah;  G.  M.  aushvmnah.    *  W.  0.  agni.    *  0.  e8hu;  G.  M.  ethu 
dhaneshu.     *  W.  B*.  Uitah.     ^  W.  B.  0.  6m.     («)  0.  ora.     '  G.  M.  -kanena.    »  0.  om. 
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note  to  Ath.  Pr.  i.37)  directly  define  it  as  so  composed.  The  / 
liable  to  the  change  into  d  is  called  in  the  comment  duh^ishta, 
'ill joined;'  i.  e.,  I  presume,  'of  difficult  articulation'  (G.  M.,  to  be 
sure,  seem  to  apply  this  title  the  first  time  to  the  d  instead  of  /, 
and  only  O.  attaches  it  the  second  time  clearly  to  the  /,  the  others' 
readings  being  corrupt ;  yet  there  can  hardly  arise  a  doubt  as  to 
its  true  connection) ;  it  is,  of  course,  the  lingual  I  which  forms  an 
acknowledged  part  of  the  alphabet  of  the  Rig- Veda  (Rik  Pr.  i.11-2, 
r.  62  etc.).  But  no  such  articulation  belongs  to  the  alphabet  ac- 
cepted by  this  treatise — although,  on  the  strength  of  the  present 
rule  alone,  it  is  crowded  into  that  alphabet  by  the  commentator 
under  rule  il.  Nor  does  the  edition  of  the  Sanhita,  nor  do  the 
MSS.,  so  far  as  known  to  me,  make  any  use  of  a  lingual  L  As  for 
the  MSS.  of  the  Pr4ti9rikhya  and  its  comment  on  this  rule,  B.  O. 
write  the  ordinary  I  throughout ;  W.  alternates  irregularly  between 
the  two ;  G.  M.  and  T.  have  the  Ungual  letter  only.  As  regards  the 
binding  force  of  the  rule,  the  commentator  is  right  so  far  as  this — 
that  a  c?,  not  /,  is  read  of  necessity  in  the  words  to  which  it  relates ; 
but  that  this  is,  to  the  makers  of  the  Prati94khya,  the  result  of 
alteration  of  an  original  I  there  is  no  reason  to  believe;  the 
euphonic  exchange  of  the  two  letters  is  not  less  strange  to  the 
Taittirtya  text  than  to  the  Vajasaneyi  (of  the  Madhyandina  ^dkhd : 
see  Vaj.  Pr.  iv.l43,  viii.45)  and  Atharvan;  and  the  rule  is  really 
pdjdrthajn  only,  and  an  intrusion  into  our  treatise  of  something 
foreign  to  its  system. 

The  commentator  firet  gives  his  own  explanation  and  illustration 
of  the  precept.  As  example  of  the  operation  of  the  rule,  he  cites 
mrddti  ^'^drpe  (i.1.143) ;  and,  as  counter-example,  to  show  that  the 
change  is  made  only  after  a  "  mixed  vowel,"  he  has  nothing  better 
to  offer  than  an  alleged  passage  "from  another  text,"  ncUam 
plavam.  For,  in  such  words  as  iditah  (Ll.ll*),  pravodhuni  (i.l. 
143),  iddydh  (i.2.5 »),  aydd  (i.4.452),  h^dah  (15.11 »),  prdus/iad  (i.6. 
11'),  where  the  Rig- Veda  reads  regularly  the  lingual  /  and  its 
aspirate,  the  Taittiriya-Sanhita  maintains  the  d',  not  less  firmly 
than  after  r.  This,  the  commentator  goes  on  to  say,  is  an  interpre- 
tation (but  the  term  he  uses  is  pdtha^  properly  '  reading '  or  '  ver- 

1(3.  prkUisvardd  rkdrdt^  paro^  lakdro  duh^liahUisantjrdkd*  d^ikd- 
ram  dpadyate :  pduahkarasdder*  m^te^.  mrddti prkUisva- 
rdd iti  kirn:  fudam  plavam*  UP  ^dkhdntare.  pdushkarasdder* 
grahanam  piijdrtham  *na  tu  vikalpdrtham\  milrd/iasthdnatayd 
dxdi^lishtaladfikdrayoh^^  sddr^am^^  asti  '*ti  vydkarandnuadrV* 
aUtrapdtho  'yam:  katham  anusdritvam.  iti  cet:  ^Hathd  hV*: 
sthdne  'n  tar  at  a  m  a  h  :  sthdne  prdpyamdndndm  '  *  (mtaratama  * ' 
dde^o  bhavati  '*(i, 

sUtrasya^*  pdthdntaram  apV  vydkhydyate:  prkiaavardt  paro 
lo  dam  ^*  pdushkarasddeh^*:  atra  samdnapada^'^  ity  asyd  ^nuvarfa- 
nam  vijneyam :  pdtisIJcarasddeh  ^dkhhuth  "  samdnapade  prktor 
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sion ')  of  the  rule  founded  on  the  authority  of  the  grammarians, 
who  assert  a  homogeneousness  of  the  duh^ishta  I  and  of  the  c?,  as 
being  both  produced  in  the  lingual  position :  and  if  the  question  is 
raised  as  to  how  it  is  so  founded,  reference  is  made  to  a  rule  of 
Pllnini  (il.50),  which  prescribes  that,  in  case  of  substitution,  the 
most  nearly  related  letter  is  to  be  taken.  1  do  not  see  that  this 
exposition  and  reference  have  any  pertinence  whatever. 

Then,  the  commentator  adds  yet  another  interpretation,  which, 
he  remarks,  is  also  highly  esteemed.  It  diifers  from  the  one 
already  given  only  in  implying  (apparently,  from  xiii6)  samdnch 
pade,  *  within  the  limits  of  a  single  jf^ac?^  y'  taking,  then,  a  different 
example,  te  no  nirdayantu  (iv.4.32  et  al.),  with  the  counter-example 
ildmdam,  bhavati  (vii.5.9*) — which,  in  view  of  the  frequent  occur- 
rence in  the  Sanhita  of  idd^  iddva?U,  and  their  like,  is  not  much  to 
the  point — and  finally,  as  further  counter-example,  to  justify  the 
restriction  saindnapade^  the  phrase  pitrlokan  «owi6na  (ii.6.2*;  p. 
pUr4ok(un\  where  the  /  does  not  become  d  after  r.  But  in  this 
last  case  is  involved  an  additional  difficulty ;  namely,  that  in  the 
compound  pitrlokakdinasya  (vi.6.4  * ;  p.  pitrloka-kdmasya)  the  r 
and  /  do  meet  samdnapade^  and  yet  the  I  maintains  itself:  over 
this,  the  commentator  hobbles  as  best  he  may,  with  the  plea  that, 
prohibition  having  been  made  in  the  case  ofpitrloka,  it  is  extended 
Dy  association  to  the  further  compound. 

The  groundlessness  and  unintelligence  of  all  this  special  pleading, 
resorted  to  for  the  purpose  of  forcmg  in  as  an  integral  part  of  the 
Pn\ti9akhya  a  precept  altogether  foreign  to  it,  is  palpable  enough ; 
and  one  grudges  the  time  and  words  spent  in  its  exposure. 

svardd  rkdrdf^  paro  lakdro  dakdram  dpadyate.    yathd^*:  te 

prktasvardd  iti  kim:  ildrh- .•  samdnapada  iti  kim:  pitrl- 

aahacdritvdd^*  eka^ya^^  nhhiddha^*  itarasyd  '*pl  pitrlok a- 

kdmasye^''  Hy  a^yd'^pi^^  samdnapadutve  saty  api  nishedho  hha- 
vati.    idam  api  pdthdniaram  bahvddrtam, 

iti  trihhdshyaratne  prdtiydkhyairiimrane 
trayoda^o^*  'dhydyah, 

'  W.  B.  om.  «  B.  om. ;  G.  M  to  dam.  »  all  but  B.  ^/wfi-;  B.  -jfiako;  0.  -jno;  G. 
U. -jnakam.  *  0.  every  where  pakshi-.  ^W.-tena;  H.  -tarn.  «B  -vad.  '  B.  itt 
Hi.  «  G.  M.  0.  -di.  <»)  W.  om.  '»  all  but  B.  dof^;  W.  B.  -shtatfalak- ;  0.  -lakdra- 
dak-;  G.  M.  'tatjakdr-.  "  0.  aadr^maihjno  daMrmn.  "  W.  sdrdt;  G.  M.  sdra. 
<'^  G.  M.  ttcyate.  "  G.  M.  ins.  varndndm.  ^*  G.  M.  0.  -mas  sadrfotcmia.  '*  W. 
aaya;  0.  sutra.  "  B.  Ui.  '«  B.  ins.'  lYi.  '»  0.  -sdda  ity ;  G.  M.  %  only.  ^  G.  M. 
jdoiya,  and  om.  ity  asya.  -'  G.  M.  ins.  pakshe.  '^  W.  om.  *•''  0.  om.  '*•  W.  B.  0. 
'caritatV'.  ^  0.  -amin.  ««  B.  nishedha.  ^  W.  B.  -kasye;  G.  M.  -lokamasye.  »»  G. 
M.  0.  om.  api.    *•  G.  M.  0.  dvitiye  profne  prathamo. 
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CHAPTER    XIV. 

Contents:  1-7,  duplication  of  one  of  the  members  of  a  group  of  oonsonants;  8, 
dupUcation  of  ch,  kh,  and  bJi^  in  certain  cases;  9-11,  insertion  between  a  surd 
spirant  and  mute;  12-13,  aspiration  of  a  surd  mute  liefore  a  spirant;  14-28, 
exceptions  to  the  rules  for  duplication,  and  discordant  views  of  certain  authori- 
ties respecting  them ;  29-33,  occurrence  of  the  enclitic  circumflex. 

1.  A  consonant  preceded  by  a  vowel  is  doubled,  if  followed 
by  a  consonant 

The  intricate  and  obscure  subject  of  duplication  in  consonant- 
groups  is  treated  at  more  length  in  this  than  in  the  other  Prati- 
9akhya8  (compare  R.  Pr.  vi.1-3;  V.  Pr.  iv.9'7-114;  A.  Pr.  iiL26- 
32 ;  also  P&nini  viii4.46-62),  but  chiefly  on  account  of  the  liberal 
citation  here  made  of  the  discordant  views  of  various  teachers 
respecting  it.  The  doctrines  of  the  treatise  itself  are  mainly  in 
accordance  with  those  of  the  rest.  This  first  and  leading  principle, 
that  the  first  consonant  of  a  eroup  is  doubled,  is  stated  in  eqmva- 
lent  terms  by  all.  The  principal  restrictions  to  its  application  are, 
as  stated  below,  that  r.  A,  /,  q>  (rule  16),  and  a  letter  doubled,  or  a 
mute  followed  by  another  of  the  same  series  (rule  23),  are  exempted 
from  duplication.     For  the  details,  see  the  following  rules. 

Of  course,  in  applying  the  rules  for  duplication,  we  have  to 
assume  the  form  of  the  consonant-groups  as  determined  by  the 
other  precepts  of  the  Prati94khya — treating  visarjamya^  for  exam- 
ple, as  is  prescribed  in  the  ninth  chapter,  and  making  the  insertions 
pointed  out  in  the  fifth  (v.32,33  etc.).  And  further,  to  finish  the 
matter,  the  rules  for  yama,  ndsikya,  and  svarabhakti  (xxLl2-l6) 
must  be  duly  taken  into  account. 

In  an  additional  note  to  the  Atharva  Prati9akhya,  I  gave  a 
complete  list  of  the  consonant-groups  of  the  Atharva-Sanhita,  with 
the  forms  which  they  come  finally  to  assume  under  the  laws  of 
combination.  It  has  been  necessary  to  prepare  a  sinular  one  for 
the  Taittiriya-Sanhita,  in  testing  the  reach  and  beanng  of  the  rules 
of  the  present  treatise :  but  the  scheme  is  hardly  worth  giving  in 
full. 

I.  svarapHrvam  vyaf\janam^  vyafijarniparam^  dvicarnam  lipad- 

yate,   yathd*:  urn evampdrva  Ui  kim :  tat evcrmpara 

iti  kim  :  uru- vyafijanam  iti  kim  :  pra- svarah  piirro 

yastndt  *  tat*  svaraptlrvam :  vyafijanam  asmdt  param  iti  vyaiijor 
naparam  :  dvayor  varnayoh  sam^aro  dvivarrtam,  * 

'  G.  M.  put  next  before  dvivnrnam.    *  0.  parnm.    '  G.  M.  om.    *  W.  ins.  cuds. 

^  B.  oro.    *  0.  adds 9tH»rapiirvam  iU  kim:  prajananam:  padbhyam :  vy- 

ahjiinaparafa  iti  kim :  ugand  uta:  vya^ana  iti  kirii :  praugarh. 
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The  commentator  offers  a  single  example,  uru  prathcisva^  i.  e. 
uru  pprathassva  (i.1.8  et  aL:  the  MSS.  of  the  comment  only  very 
rarely  and  irregularly  write  the  groups  in  their  duplicated  form, 
so  as  to  illustrate  the  rules  of  the  chapter),  and  adds  counter- 
examples :  first,  to  show  that  the  consonant  is  liable  to  duplication 
only  after  a  vowel,  tat  pravdte  (v\A,1^:  hardly  a  well-chosen 
example,  since,  though  the  p  of  pra  is  this  time  unchanged,  the  t 
before  it  must  be  doubled,  tcUt  pr-;  a  pra  after  a  pause  would  have 
answered  better) ;  second,  that  the  duplication  takes  place  only  be- 
fore a  consonant,  urakrd  uru  nah  (ii.6.11 3) ;  third,  that  only  a  con- 
sonant, not  a  vowel,  in  the  defined  position,  is  duplicated,  prailgam 
ukthatn  (iv.4.2  * ).  ().  appends  a  new  set  of  counter-examples,  as  if  a 
part  of  a  new  exposition;  namely ^({/awawam  (Lft.9*),/>acfl^Ay^/w 
dve  savane  (vil.6*:  an  ill-chosen  example,  containing  cases  of 
duplication  as  well  as  of  its  omission),  and  ugand  vta  (iv.l.lO^). 

H^*l|^^    FT^ra"  fTt^^HlX'  II  \  II 

2.  Likewise,  according  to  Paushkarasadi,  a  mute  preceded  by 
I  ox  V. 

The  commentator  declares  that  the  ca,  *  likewise,'  in  this  rule 
brings  down  from  the  one  preceding  the  being  preceded  by  a  vowel, 
and  duplication.  The  former  part  of  the  defined  implication  is  at 
least  otiose,  since  I  and  v  never  occur  in  the  Sanhita  before  a  mute, 
except  as  themselves  preceded  by  a  vowel :  v,  indeed,  is  found  in 
combination  only  with  the  nasal  mutes,  n  and  n;  /,  in  the  groups 
Ik,  Ig,  Ip,  Iby  Ibh,  Im,  and  Ipy.  The  examples  quoted  are  kalpdn 
juhoti  (v. 4.8*)  and  vibhUddvne  (iii.6.8*,9^:  all  save  B.  actually 
read  this  time  -ddvnne,  with  doubled  n).  According  to  the  inter- 
pretation given  to  the  next  rule,  the  worthy  Paushkarasadi  does 
not  regard  the  duplication  of  the  mute  after  the  semivowel  as  sus- 
pending the  duplication  of  its  predecessor  also,  by  rule  1 ;  and  he 
would  accordingly  read  kaUppdn  and  -ddwrine  ;  and  this  part  of 
his  doctrine  is,  as  we  shall  see,  declared  unapproved. 

Counter-examples  are  given:  kalydnt  rdpasamrddhd  (v\i.].6^: 
to  be  pronounced  kfUlydnt,  or,  by  rule  21,  kalydnt)  and  ndyavyam 
(18. 7 '  et  al. :  to  be  made  vdyavvyaw),  to  show  that  no  other  letter 
than  a  mute^is  thus  doubled;  nnd  ktl^mdn  chahihhih  (v. 7.23)  and 
tasmdd  etat  (vi3.11®),  instancing  other  consonants  than  I  and  v, 
with  the  following  mute  not  doubled :  in  these  words,  the  sibilant 


2.  pdvshkarasdder^  mate  lakarapdnjo  '  vakdrapiirvo  vd  sparse 

^dvivarnam   dpadyate*,     kalpdn.    ..:    vihh- svarapilrva- 

tvarh  dvitvam  cd  ^nvddl^i  cakdrah*.    ^spar^*  iti  kim:  kaly- 

.•  V  dy- evampilrva  iti  kim:  kd^ .•  tasm- *  lakd- 

ra^  ca  vakdra^  ca  lavakdrdfi':  tdu  pdrvdu  yasmdt  sa  tathoktah, 

*  O.  panuikfvr-^  as  also  in  the  rule.  '  B.  G.  M.  ins.  vd.  ^  0.  dvitvcmi  dpnoti. 
*  G.  M.  put  at  beginning  of  clause.  <*>  0.  om.  •  G.  M.  spar^para,  '  W.  0. 
lakd'-aviMk'. 
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is  itself  doubled  (except  by  Harita,  rule  18),  a  first  mute  of  the 
same  series  with  the  nasal  is  inserted  before  the  latter  (rule  9),  and 
between  the  two  mutes  a  yama  (xxLl2);  so  that  we  have  as  final 
result  the  formidable  combinations  ^^ym  and  S9ppm, 

The  Rik  Pr.  (vi.2)  also  requires  a  double  mute  after  /,  and  the 
Vaj.  Pr.  (iv.99)  after  any  semivowel — which  last  is  equivalent  with 
our  rule,  since  y  is  never  followed  by  a  mute. 

We  have  a  right  to  be  surprised  at  the  introduction  of  this  and 
the  rule  next  following  before  rule  4,  since  the  duplication  they 
teach  is  analogous  to  that  after  r,  and  of  secondary  importance 
to  it. 


3.  According  to  some  teachers,  the  mute  only. 

That  is  to  say,  in  the  combinations  just  treated  of,  the  mute  is 
duplicated,  but  not  the  preceding  semivowel  also ;  and  we  are  to 
read  kalppdn  and  vihhUddvnne. 

According  to  the  commentator,  this  rule  represents  the  approved 
usage  in  the  ^dkhd.  It  seems  very  strange  to  find  such  approved 
usage  laid  down  in  the  Prati9akhya  merely  as  the  dictum  of  cer- 
tain authorities.  But  a  rule  (xiv. 7)  is  given  below,  without  any 
restriction,  which  plainly  implies  the  validity  of  the  present  one. 

4.  Also  a  consonant  that  follows  r. 

The  r  itself  being,  by  rule  15,  not  liable  to  duplication.  This  is 
the  rule  second  in  importance  in  the  whole  system,  and  is  found  in 
all  the  Pr4ti9akhyas  and  in  Panini.  The  Ath.  Pnit.  (iiini ),  the  Vdj. 
Prat,  (iv.98),  and  Panini  (viii.4.4r6)  ascribe  the  same  effect  to  A  as 
to  r :  and  it  is  strange  that  our  treatise,  which  is  so  liberal  in  its 
citation  of  discordant  opinions,  makes  no  reference  to  one  so  well 
supported  as  this.  After  h  we  find  in  the  Sanhit^  only  the  three 
nasals  specified  in  rule  xxi.l4  as  requiring  the  insertion  of  a  ndsi- 
kya^  and  the  three  semivowels  y,  r,  v  ;  r,  on  the  other  hand,  forms 
numerous  groups  as  first  member :  I  have  noted  twenty-four  of  two 
consonants,  forty-three  of  three  consonants,  and  five  of  four  conso- 
nants; a  few  of  them  are  exempted  from  duplication  by  rules  16, 
20-23.     The  cited  examples  are  arcanty  arkam  arA*tm/A  (i. 6.1 2^: 


3.  ekeshdm  *  mate  lavakdrapilrva^  spar^i*  eca  di^ivarnttm* 
dpnoti^:  *anend  ^vadhdranena  aiUrdntardramhhanena  ca  pdush- 
karasddimcUe  lamikdrayo^  ca  dvitvam  aati  ^ti  gamyate^. 

idam  eca  sUtram  Uhtam  na  tu  pdrvain^,   piXrvoktdny*  evo  ''dd- 

harandni, 

*  G.  M.  0.  ina.  dcdrydndm.  *  B.  -rva^  ca;  G.  M.  put  after  wo.  '  G.  M.  -fajNtro, 
as  also  in  the  rule.  ^  0.  dnUwvm,  *  G.  M.  0.  dpaiiyat^  <*>  0.  om.  i  0.  s&am. 
«0.tt«-. 


xiv.  4.]       TdiUtriya-Prdtigdkhya  and  Tribhdshyaratna.  287 

i  e.  arccanty  arkkarn  arkkinah)^  arkyena  vdi  (viL6.9*:  i  e.  arkk- 
yena:  wanting  in  0.),  and  Urg  vd  itdumbarah  (v.  1.10*  et  al. :  i  e. 
H/rgg  vdi). 

The  ca, '  also,'  of  the  rule,  according  to  the  commentator,  implies 
duplication,  and  precedence  of  the  r  by  a  vowel  (bringing  down 
9vcMrapOrva  from  rule  1).  The  question  is  raised  by  an  objector 
whether  sequence  of  the  consonant  following  the  r  by  another  con- 
sonant (in  virtue  of  vyafijanaparam  in  rule  1)  is  not  also  implied : 
but  such  sequence  is  declared  not  obligatory ;  and  it  is  pointed 
out  that  later  rules  (16,16),  exempting  a  consonant  in  pausd,  and 
a  spirant  before  a  vowel,  from  duplication  after  r,  prove  that  the 
present  rule  prescribes  duplication  also  where  no  consonant  follows, 
and  where  a  vowel  follows ;  since  there  would  be  no  propriety  in 
denying  by  a  special  rule  what  had  not  been  already  enjoined  by 
a  general  rule.  In  support  of  his  assertion  that  the  r  must  be  pre- 
ceded by  a  vowel,  the  commentator  cites  the  word  tryamhatcam 
iL8.62),  m  which  he  says  that  the  y  must  not  be  doubled :  and  he 
ortifies  his  claim  by  appealing  to  Panini's  rule  (viiL4.46),  which 
expressly  restricts  duplication  alter  r  and  h  to  cases  in  which  these 
letters  follow  a  vowel  (G.  M.  add  the  remark  that  in  Panini  also 
no  implication  of  vya/T/az/a/^ara/w,  *  followed  by  a  consonant,'  is 
found).  The  VAj.  Pr.  (iv.l02)  makes  an  equivalent  restriction 
explicitly.  The  groups  are  not  numerous  in  the  Taittiiiya-Sanhiia 
in  which  a  r  that  does  not  stand  first  is  followed  by  a  consonant, 
and  the  only  consonant  so  following  is  y :  the  combinations  are 
jry^  try^  ntry^  ttry^  ntry^  stry^  and  tstry. 

This  finishes  the  proper  exposition  and  illustration  of  the  rule ; 
but  the  commentator  suffers  himself  to  be  enticed  into  a  lengthy 
and  tedious  refutation  of  a  trivial  suggestion  which  some  one  has 
been  impertinent  enough  to  make.     There  are  those,  he  says,  who 

4.  rephdt  pararh  '  vyafijanam  ^dvivarnam  dpadyate^:  *  yathd*: 

arc- ;    ^arky- ;*    dry ^svarapHrvadv itvayor  dkar- 

shaJca^  cakdrah.  nanu*  vyahjanaparatvdkarshakah  kirn  na  sydt : 
ne  Hi  brdmah:  7iiyani(ibhdvdt :  tathd  hi:  avasdne'  (xiv.  15) 
Ushmd  svarapara  (xiv.  16)  ity  etannishedhadvayena  rephdt pa- 
raaya*  vyafijanasya^  vyanjanaparaivdbhdve^'^  svaraptirvatve^^  'pi 
dvitvam  asti  Hi  ni^iyate^^:  aprasaktapratishedhdnupapatteh^*. 
avarapilrvcUvdnvdde^efia^*  kirn:  tryambakam  ity  dddu  md 
hhilditi:  kirn  ca:  ^^aco  rahdbhydrh  dve  itV^  pdniniyasHtrend 
''pi  svarapitrvatve  saty  eua'"  dvitvam  vidhiyate:  "  tasyd^^  ''yarn 
arthah :  oca  lUtardu  ydu  rephahakdrdu  tdhhydm  uttarasya  yaro 
dve  hhavata^*  ifi.  " 

kecid  evam  ticuh^\'  svarapilrvddi^ahdavad  rephap^rvam  iti 
lidcye^^  vdco^*  yuktyantarani  arthdntarani  samarthayati^*:  ah<ir 

ity  dddu^^  vdikrtarephdd^*  uttarasya  ^""na  sydd  dvitvam^''  iti, 

tad  etadadhyayanaviruddbapaddhatim  adhydste**:  vayarh  tu  va- 
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maintain  that  the  analogy  of  avarapdrvam  in  rule  1  would  require 
rephapHrvarriy  *  preceded  by  r,'  to  be  employed  here  (instead  of 
rephdt param^  'following  r'),  and  that  the  dilFerence  of  phraseology 
intimates  a  difference  of  meaning — namely,  that  a  consonant  coming 
after  a  r  w^ich  is  the  product  of  euphonic  alteration,  as  in  ahar 
deodndnt  dsU  (1.6.9^:  only  W.  B.  have  Cislt)^  is  not  doubled.  But 
this,  he  replies,  enters  upon  a  path  which  is  at  variance  with  the 
reading  of  this  ^dkhd;  and  he  proposes  himself  to  set  forth  the  true 
ground  of  the  different  term  employed.  If  rephapiirva^  namely, 
were  used,  the  rule  would  be  liable  to  the  suspicion  of  meaning  the 
direct  opposite  of  its  real  intent,  since  repnapHrvam  admits  of 
being  understood  as  rephdt  pHrvam,  '  preceding  r.'  And  if  it  be 
retorted  that  this  false  implication  is  of  no  account,  since  the  case 
it  would  involve  is  already  provided  for  in  the  first  rule  of  the 
chapter,  and  the  present  rule  would  be  a  mere  useless  repetition, 
and  that  the  avoidance  of  such  repetition  is  of  itself  enough  to  reftite 
the  implication — ^then  the  farther  reply  is  made,  that  that  is  not 
sound  doctrine,  in  view  of  the  principle  stated  in  the  verse  "  non- 
contact  with  mud  is  far  preferable  to  the  washing  of  it  off;"  and 
the  teacher  uttered  the  rule  in  its  form  as  given,  with  the  intent 
that  not  even  a  particle  of  suspicion  of  wrong  meaning  should  find 
occasion  from  it. 

There  is  no  good  reason  to  suppose  that  the  aathor  of  the  treatise, 
in  saying  rephdt  param^  intended  to  do  anything  more  than  use  a 
lawful  discretion  in  the  selection  of  his  phraseology.  The  ambiguity 
which  the  commentator  ascribes  to  the  other  reading  is  suffered  to 
pass  in  numberless  other  cases.  The  more  desirable  cleanliness  of 
nim  who  has  incuiTed  no  need  of  ablution  has  been  referred  to  once 
before  (under  iv.23),  in  a  case  somewhat  similar. 

ddmo  vdco  yuktyantaraprayojanatH  :  rephapiirvam  tty  vkte  vi- 

ruddhcivigrahena^*  mUram  samdigdham  sydt :  rephdt  pdrvam  re- 

phapili'vani*^  iti:  bhavatv*^  c«Aa"  vigraha  Hi  cet:  adhydyddhH- 

trendl  Had  gatam  itP*  pdunaruktyam  asya  sUtrctsyd  ^^padycUe: 

nami  pdnnaruktyahhaydd  eva  viruddhuvigraham  nivdraydmah**: 

ne  ^yarh  sarald  vrttih  :  prakshdlandd  dhi  ^^pankasya  dUrdd  (Mjjar- 

^iuarh  varam  itP*  nydydd**  atra  viruddha^ankdle^o  'pi  nd  ^vakd- 

^cnh  Idbhatdm  iti  vdco  yuktyantarena  sUtram  dcdryah  provdca, 

*  G.  M.  ins.  CO.  ^'^  0.  dvitvam  dpnoti,  '  G.  M.  ins.  KvarapurvcUvodvitvayor  dkar- 
shakof  cakdrah  na  tu  vyanjanap  iratvdkarahakah.  *  in  G.  M.  only.  <^^  0.  om. 
*•)  G.  M.  cdkdro  only.  "^  G.  M.  atha  na  (xiv.  14)  ity  utUiranishedhddhikdre  ava- 
sdnavisarjaniyajihvdmuliyopadhmdniydh  (xiv.l5).  "^  W.  0.  parof  co. 
»  W.  B.  om.  •"  W.  B.  -vena;  0.  -Widne;  G.  M.  om.  ''  G.  M.  -raparaive;  0.  om. 
**  0.  gnmyate ;  G.  M.  ni^caye  katham.  "  G.  M.  -ktasya  pra-.  "  0.  -n^dnv-.  <•*)  G. 
M.  om.  '•  W.  0.  evarii.  "  G.  M.  ins.  tat  katham  :  aco  rahdbhydn  dve.  ^*  G.  M. 
aay-.  '•  G.  M.  sta.  **  G.  M.  add  taird  ^pi  vyaf^'anapnratvapraaaktir  na  drryaU^. 
*'  O.  dhnh.  **  B.  om.  "  W.  om.;  G.  M.  rephiHparam  iti  vdco.  "  G.  M.  -yatt  'd' 
arthdntarasyd  ^ddharanam  ucyate.  **  G.  M.  atra.  *•  W.  om.  vtHkrta,  <*^)  G.  M. 
vyahjanaaya  dvitvan  na  aydd,  *^  0.  -dsita.  ^  W.  viruddhdv  iti  grahanena;  G.  IL 
0.  -hane.  *'  W.  B.  purvf*m;  0.  corrupt  «  W.  B.  bAavaty.  «  G.  ^'eshu,  »  G. 
M.  talah.    »•  0.  -ma  iH  ceL    <»)  G.  panke  'ti;  B.  om.  varam.    «  G.  M.  -yend. 
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5.  In  place,  however,  of  second  and  fourth  mutes,  when  fol- 
lowed by  consonants,  is  put  the  preceding  mute. 

That  is  to  say,  when  an  aspirate  occurs  between  a  preceding 
vowel  (as  the  commentator  specifies  in  his  paraphrase  of  the  rule) 
and  a  following  consonant,  or  in  such  circumstances  that  by  rule  1 
it  would  be  doubled,  it  receives  instead  an  increment  (dgama)  of 
the  mute  next  preceding  it  in  its  own  series,  or  of  its  corresponding 
non-aspirate.  Examples  are  vikhydya  (L  e.  vikkhydya)  cakshushd 
tvam  (iv.1.2^:  only  Gr.  M.  have  the  last  two  words)  and  meghyd 
(i.  e.  megghyd)  viayuto  vdx^h  (v.2.11 ' :  only  G.  M.  have  vdcah) ;  to 
which  W.  B.  add  tat  savituh  (i5.6*  et  aL ;  the  t  is  converted  to  th 
by  xiv.  12,  and  to  the  th  is  then  prefixed  ^,  making  tatth  savituh) 
and  sddhyd  (i.  e.  adddhyd)  vdi  devdh  (vi.3.48  et  al.).  To  show 
that  only  the  aspirates  are  thus  treated,  is  quoted  ddyam  (i.  e.  dd- 
dyam)  asyd  ^nnam  (iL2.6® :  O.  omits  annam) ;  to  show  that  a  vowel 
must  precede,  vashat  svdhd  (vii.3.12 ;  by  v.33,  t  is  inserted  between 
t  and  Sy  and  the  inserted  letter  is  made  th  by  xiv.  12  ;  then,  by  this 
rule,  no  farther  change  of  the  th  occurs,  and  we  read  vashattth,  not 
vashatttth ;  W.  goes  so  far  on  this  road  as  to  read  vashath  svdhd) 
and  padbhydfh  h.  e.  paddbhydrh^  not  paddbhhydm)  dve  savane  (vi. 
1.6*) — but  G.  M.  O.  substitute  for  the  former  another  similar  case, 
vat  svayamabhigiZrtdya  (iii.2.8*  seven  times:  i  e.  vattth  sv-;  O. 
writes  vatth  8V-) — ;  to  show  that  a  consonant  must  follow,  ukhdydi 
sadane  sve  (iv.l.O^  et  al. :  W.  B.  omit  sve)  and  meghdyate  svdhd 
(vii6.ll*).  The  word  tu,  'however,'  in  the  rule,  the  commentator 
(with  more  than  his  usual  success  in  dealing  with  this  particle) 
explains  as  intimating  the  denial  of  duplication,  enjoined  by  rule  1. 
He  adds  that  some  give  the  particle  a  different  interpretation,  as 

6.  dvittyacaturthayoh^  svarapilrvayor  vyafljanottarayoh  piXrvdr 
gamo  bhavati :  yathdkramena  dvittyasya  prcUhafnag  ccUurthcisya 

trtiyah.    yathd^:    vi- ;    me- .•    Hat ;    sd- *    dviti- 

yacaturthayor  iti  kirn:  ddyam evatnptlrva*  iti  kirn:  va- 
shat  :  pad- .•  evamparayor^  iti  kim:  ukh- .*  megh- 

prathamasfitrena  prasaktarh  dvitvam  nivartayati  tu^abdah. 

anye  to  anyathd  manyante:  ptlrvdgamasya  dvitvam  nivartayatt 
Hi.  ndi  Hat  sdram:  savarnasavargtyapara  (xiv.23)  ity 
lUtaranishedhdd*  eva  tasya  tannivrttih\ 

aJtra  kecid  dhuh:  vyafijanaparayor  iti  vdcye^  vdco  yuktyanta- 
ram  arthdntaram  sHcayatV:  sdthhitdsd)'nhit(X8ddhdranam,^^  para- 
nimittam^^  uktam^^:  tata^*  ihd  ^nyatara^tha^^  dgamanimittatve 
prdpte  * sdrhhitapaddndm  nityatvdt  tadgrahanani^^  eva^*  nydyyam 
iti  krtvd  vdikrtavyafljanaparatve  sati  ndi  Hadvidhdnam  bhavati^\' 
yathd:  abhy  asthdd  ity  ddi.    nd  ^yam  pakshaJi:  adhyayana- 
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signifying  that  the  increment-consonant  is  not  itself  to  be  doubled ; 
but  justly  pronounces  this  to  be  inappropriate,  as  such  duplication 
is  forbidden  by  rule  23  of  this  chapter. 

In  this  and  the  three  following  rules  is  contained,  for  all  the  cases 
which  come  within  the  purview  of  the  Pratitpakhjra,  the  explicit 
prohibition  of  a  double  aspirate.  Such  double  aspirates  are,  how- 
ever, sometimes  written  by  the  Hindu  scribes,  both  in  situations 
where  the  authority  of  the  phonetic  treatises  directly  forbids  them, 
and  elsewhere.  Thus,  my  manuscript  of  the  Tdittirtya-Sanhita  has, 
three  times,  dh  dh  instead  of  d  dh  as  the  result  of  combination  of  t 
and  h  (at  ii.6.12'* :  iii.4.1* :  y.i,\2^\  and  the  Calcutta  edition,  so  far 
as  printed,  gives,  unadvisedly,  the  same.  Both  authorities  agree 
in  reading  dididhdhi  at  iii.1.11*.  The  edition,  absurdly  enough, 
ffives  adJiOththdh  at  Ll.l3^,  where  my  manuscript  has  adhaUhdh. 
And  I  find  a  few  cases  of  khkh  and  cAcA,  which  will  be  noted  under 
rule  8,  below. 

As  under  the  preceding  rule,  the  commentator  here  also  enters 
into  a  tedious  and  useless  discussion  of  a  verbal  question ;  namely, 
why  *  followed  by  consonants '  is  represented  by  vyafljanottarayoh 
instead  of  vyai^janaparayoh.  Some,  he  says,  have  maintained 
that  a  difference  of  meaning  is  intended  by  the  difference  of  phra- 
seology ;  that  it  is  desired,  namely,  to  except  cases  like  abhy  asthdt 
(iv.2.8*),  where  the  following  consonant  is  the  product  of  euphonic 
alteration.  The  ground  alleged  for  this  claim  is  not  entirely  clear 
to  me :  it  seems  to  be  that  a  specified  following  cause  (one  that 
produces  an  effect  in  something  that  precedes  it)  is  common  to  the 
samhitd-teyit  and  that  which  is  not  samhitd;  hence,  a  cause  of 
increment  occurring  in  either  kind  of  text  being  in  question,  a 
citation  of  words  from  outside  the  samhitd  is  alone  suitable,  on 
account  of  their  constancy — that  is,  dbhi  :  asthdt  not  being  citable 
as  an  example  under  the  rule  in  its  pada-form^  it  must  not  be  so 
treated  in  its  aamhitd-iorm^  as  well.     But  the  claim  is  disallowed, 

as  being  opposed  to  the  actual  reading,  and  also  to  the  fundamental 

ft . 

virodhdn  mUlasiltravirodhdc^''  ca:  tathd  hi:  miUasiUre  svarapHr- 
vatve  i)yatyarutparatv€^*  ca  sati  vihitani"^  dvitvam  atra  nishpdd- 
yate^K'  na  tu*^  tatra  vyafijanam  vi^hitam:  tadapavddakatodd 
atrd**  '*pi  tadvipesho  vaktum  ayukta//\  ^ikshddipartJcshatid^* 
adhyayandnurodhdc  ca  vdco  ynktyantardbhiprdyo  'smdbhir  abhi- 
dhtyai^^.  apavddydpavddakayor^''  anayor  **niyamo  nd  ^sti:  kim 
Ui:*^  svarapHrvatve  sati  vyafijanaparam  eva  vyafljanam*^  dvi- 
tvam*^ bhajate:  "*  dvittyacatitrthdu  ca"  vyafijanapardv**  evapdr- 
vdgarnam**  bhajata  iti:  kim  tu  prdcurydbhiprdyene  '*dam  siUra- 
dvayam  pravrttayn.    kai^ham  niyam,dbhdvah:  anyathd  **  kutracit 

kdryadvayadar^andt.  **  attd ;  a7inapata  itydddu  dvitvam: 

pror ;   addhi itydddu  pilrvdgamah*\'   tdn   hasta   ity 

atra  tu**  prdptdu  satydvi  api  ne  ^dam  kdryaih  dr^ata  iti  ca** 
niyamdbhdvah.    pikahd  cdi  ^vam  vakshycUi: 
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rule.  For,  the  intent  is  to  cast  out  or  deny  a  duplication  established 
by  the  fundamental  rule  (xiv.l),  where  the  being  preceded  by  a 
vowel  and  followed  by  a  consonant  was  implied;  and  there  no 
limitation  was  laid  down  for  the  following  consonant ;  hence,  it  is 
improper  to  lay  one  down  here,  where  an  exception  is  prescribed. 

The  commentator  then  goes  on  to  say  that  he  will  set  forth  the 
real  intent  of  the  diiference  of  phraseology,  with  due  regard  to  the 
9iksha,  and  in  accordance  with  the  accepted  reading  of  the  text. 
But  I  am  compelled  to  confess  myself  incapable  of  extracting  a 
satisfactory  meaning  from  his  exposition  and  argument.  The 
point  of  it  is  an  asserted  absence  of  niyama  in  the  two  rules  (1 
and  6),  as  of  one  suffering  and  the  other  prescribing  exception. 
Niyqma^  *  obligatory  force,'  appears  to  signify  here  joint  applica- 
tion, and  so  a  mutual  or  reciprocal  influence.  When  a  vowel  pre- 
cedes, he  continues,  a  consonant  is  doubled  only  when  followed  by 
a  consonant ;  and  second  and  fourth  mutes  take  increment  of  the 
mute  that  stands  before  them  in  the  alphabet  only  when  followed 
by  a  consonant.  But  the  pair  of  rules  in  question  is  constructed 
with  the  intent  of  multiplicity  ('diversity'  or  'independence?' 
prdcurya  is  not  found  elsewhere).  How  does  an  absence  oi  niyama 
appear  ?  Why,  from  the  fact  that  otherwise  a  twofold  effect  would 
in  some  cases  come  to  light.  In  aUd  havinahi  (ii6.12*)  and  in 
annapate  (iy.2.S^  et  al.),  and  so  on,  there  is  duplication;  in  prao- 
chac  chandah  (iv.3.123:  G.  M.  have  instead  acchdvdkah^  the  refer- 
ence for  which  I  have  failed  to  note)  and  addhi  tvain  deva  prayatd 
(ii6.12*:  G.  M.  O.  ormt  prayatd)^  and  so  on,  there  is  increment  of 
a  preceding  mute;  but  in  tdn  haste  (vi.1.3^  :  W.  has  tdns  te  [iv.l. 
10^],  but  doubtless  by  accidental  omission  of  Aa),  even  though  it 
falls  under  the  rule,  the  same  effect  is  not  seen:  hence,  there  is 


svardt*^  pHrvasya*^  varnasya  kvacid  dvitvam  ca  kathyate*^: . 

na  ca  vargadvitiyasya  na  caturthe  kadd**  cana. 
vydkhydtam  ca  vacanam  etadvidvadbhih: 

kutracit  sva/rayor  madhye  dvitvam  lakahydnusdratah  : 

pHrvdgamas  tathd  tatra  jheyo  varnavicakshandih. 

**  evami'Upam  aniyamam  sHcayituih  vyanjanottarayor^^  ity  anta- 

rasvtkdrah**, 

vyafLjanam  vttaram  ydbhydrh  tdu*''  vyailjanottardu**:  tayoh, 

'  G.  M.  0.  put  next  before  purv-,  0.  adding  tu.  *  in  0.  only  <*>  G.  M.  0.  om. 
*  G.  M.  0.  svarapurvayor.  *  G.  M.  vyafijanoUarayor.  •  B.  uta/rcttrani- ;  G.  M. 
ftUarasutranu:  *»  G.  M.  0.  -tieh-;  0.  om.  tan.  »  B.  om.  »  G.  M.  O.  4i  Hi;  G.  M. 
add  tatrck.  **  G.  M.  samliitdsarhh-.  ''  G.  M.  paramdni-;  0.  uktani-.  **  0.  om. 
'*  0.  1<Ura.  "  G.  M.  -rasya.  »*  W.  0.  om.  tad;  B.  gunam.  "  W.  0.  evam;  M. 
exchanges  the  places  of  eva  and  iH.  "  0.  -H  Ui.  '®  0.  om.  sutra.  *•  0.  -namd- 
trapar-.  *  G.  M.  -ta;  0.  puts  after  dvitvam^  and  adds  ity,  *'  G.  M.  nishidhyate; 
0.  vifishyaie.  »«  W.  B.  0.  nu.  *^  W.  B.  iatr-.  "  G.  M.  yuktah.  **  W.  -dipavdca- 
kah-;  G.  M.  -na.  «  0.  ahhikshi-.  ^  W.  B.  apavdddp-.  (^'O  G.  M.  nd  'ati  virodha 
Uu  **  O.  paramam.  ^  W.  om.  **  0.  ins.  svarapiirvo.  ^  B.  tu;  0.  om.  ^  0. 
pardv.  »♦  W.  -me;  G.  M.  -mdu.  »  B.  G.  M.  ins.  'pi.  ^  G.  M.  ins.  katham.  ^  W. 
B.  -fnam.  »  0.  om.  *  W.  om.  ^  0.  -rci.  **  W.  sarvasya.  ^  G.  M.  vakahyate. 
«  G.  M.  kcUharh.  **  0.  ins.  ity.  «  0.  -janayor.  «  G.  M.  0.  uttarasv-.  •"  G.  M. 
iad.    «G.  IL-ram. 
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absence  of  niyama.  The  examples  here  furnished,  which  ought  to 
give  us  the  clue  to  the  commentator's  meaning,  seem  to  leave  us 
wholly  in  the  dark,  since  not  one  of  them  falls  under  either  of  the 
rules  in  question:  the  first,  second,  and  fourth  are  by  rule  23, 
below,  exempt  from  duplication ;  the  third  is  a  case  under  rule  8 ; 
and  the  combination  nh  is  (see  under  rule  15)  treated  as  a  simple 
A.  Next,  the  9iksh4  is  quoted,  to  the  effect  that  "in  some  cases, 
also,  duplication  of  the  first  consonant  of  a  group  after  a  vowel  is 
prescribed ;  not,  however,  of  a  second  mute,  nor  of  a  fourth,  under 
any  circumstances ;"  and,  by  those  versed  in  the  subject,  the  state- 
ment is  explained  [in  conformity  with  what  follows] :  "  in  some 
cases,  there  is  duplication  of  a  consonant  between  two  vowels,  in 
accordance  with  rule ;  so  there  also  is  to  be  understood  prefixion 
of  the  preceding  mute,  by  those  skilled  in  alphabetic  sounds  "  (in 
the  known  ^iksha,  it  may  be  remarked,  no  such  verses  as  these  are 
to  be  found).  And  the  final  conclusion  is,  that  the  different  term 
in  vyafijanottarayoh  is  intended  to  signify  an  absence  of  niyama 
of  this  sort.  That  is  to  say,  perhaps,  the  real  independence  of  the 
two  rules  is  intimated  by  the  choice  of  a  different  term  in  express- 
ing the  common  factor  which  they  contain. 


^^>^V)^    fRr?I^ll\ll 


6.  As  also,  in  all  cases,  when  they  follow  r. 

This,  it  is  pointed  out,  has  the  value  of  an  exception  under  rule 
4.  The  dual  number  of  rephapilrvayoh  shows  that  the  pair, 
"  second  and  fourth  mutes,"  spoken  of  just  above,  is  intended. 
"Also"  (ca)  implies  the  increment  by  prenxion  of  the  next  preced- 
ing mute.  And  the  meaning  is,  that  second  and  fourth  mutes, 
with  the  limitations  prescribed,  as  preceded  by  r,  take  always  their 
respective  predecessors  as  increment.  Thus,  ilrdhvo  (i.  e.  ilrddhvo) 
bhava  (L 2.1 42),  and  aMhyavdrl  (L  e.  arddhy-)  prdnah  (vi.5.2*: 
only  G.  M.  have />r<^naA).  Nityam,  'in  all  cases,'  implies  that  the 
increment  is  made  after  r  when  the  mute  to  be  increased  is  followed 
by  a  vowel  also  (not  alone  when  it  is  vyarljanoUara,  as  specified  in 
rule  6).  Thus,  in  artheta  (i.  e.  artth-)  athd  ^pdm  (i.8.11:  only  B. 
has  apdm),  milrkhdm  (i.  e.  mi}rkkhdm\  tajjayhanydm  (vii.1.6*), 
and  goargham  (L  e.  goarggham)  eva  (vlI.10*). 


FT^n^^  ^  II  ^  II 


6.  rephdt  paraih  ca  (xiv.4)  ity  asyd  ^pavddakam  et(U\'  dm- 
vacanena  dvittyacaturthdu  grhyete:  savi^hatjayo*  rephapHr- 
vayor  anayor^  nityam  p'drvdgamo  bhavati*:  dgamdnvddepakap 

caJcdrah,    yathd^:    Urdhr ;    ardhy- nityam  iti  kim: 

svaraparatve'pi  bhavatv*  etad  iti:  arthe ;  m.ilrkhdm ; 

go- 

<W.  aiMufo^.  «  W.  B.  naw-;  G  M.  0.  -ff^iMt*.  «  0.  toyor.  *  0,  sydl  » in  G. 
M.  only.    •  G.  M.  4y. 
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7.  And  when  I  precedes. 

The  ca,  '  and,'  here  brings  down  from  rule  6  only  the  fourth 
mute  [the  last  of  the  two  there  mentioned]  and  the  increment. 
The  second  mute  is  not  also  included,  because  (see  note  to  rule  2) 
no  second  mute  occurs  after  I  in  the  Sanhita.  The  examples  are 
pragalhho  (i  e.  -galbbho)  'sya  jdyate  (ii-S.S^:  only  G.  M.  have 
jdycUe)  and  namo  madhyamdya  cd  '^pagalhhdya  (i  e.  -galbbh-)  ca 
(iv.5.6^) — but,  in  place  of  the  latter,  G.  M.  give  apagalbho  jdyate 
(ii.6.53 :  O.  reads  agagcdya  simply,  which  doubtless  means  the  first 
word  of  this). 

As  was  remarked  above  (under  rule  3),  the  laying  down  of  the 
present  precept  without  any  limitation  appears  to  confirm  the 
commentator's  interpretation  of  rules  2  and  3,  as  teaching  the 
accepted  doctrine  of  the  gdkhd.  It  would,  to  be  sure,  be  not 
impossible  to  understand  Ibbh  for  Ibh  as  required  here,  without  any 
reference  to  the  other  groups — Ik^  Ig  etc. — m  which  the  duplication 
after  I  depends  upon  the  earlier  rules ;  but  that  seems  quite  unlikely. 

^  li  t:  II 

8.  Also  the  preceding  mute  is  inserted  before  cA,  Jchi^  and 
hhuja^  when  these  follow  either  a  preposition,  pdtha  eshahj  ati^ 
dti,  dhdma^  parama,  or  bhUte. 

The  examples  after  a  preposition  (in  which  situation  alone  the 
increment  of  khi  and  bhuja  is  made)  are  first  given  by  the  com- 
mentator: they  are  d  cehrnatti  (v.  1.7*:  the  preceding  word, 
andcehrnnam^  might  well  have  been  included,  as  an  additional 
instance ;  my  MS.  has  simple  ch  in  both  cases)  ;  nama  dkkhidate 
ca  prakkhidate  ca  (iv.5.92 :  G.  M.  omit  the  first  word,  G.  M.  O.  the 
last  two)  \  .ay akshmayd  paribbhujd  (iv.5.1*),  with  vibhu  ca  me 
prahhu  ca  me  (iv.  7.4  '"^ :  O.  stops  at  the  first  me)  as  counter-example, 
to  show  the  necessity  of  saying  bhuja^  instead  of  hhu  simply,  in  the 
rule;  and  yd  ca  vicchanddh  (v.2.11*).  Then  follow  counter- 
examples: first,  to  show  that  kh  is  increased  only  when  followed 
by  ^,  nikhdtam,  manushydndm,  (vL3.4^)  and  dat8v  adhi  khddati 
(vl2.11* :  only  G.  M.  have  datsv) ;  next,  to  show  that  the  increment 
takes  place  only  after  a  preposition,  sachandd  yd  (v. 2. IP).  The 
examples  after  the  remaining  words,  as  particularly  specified  in  the 
rule,  are  priyam.  apy  etu  pdthah  :  esha  cchdgah  (iv.6.8^ :  only  O. 
\i2L9  priyarn)^  with  rtubhir  vd  esha  chandobhih  (viiS.lS*),  to  prove 
the  need  of  quoting  pdthah  along  with  esha  in  the  rule ;  aticchan- 

7.  cakdra^  catarthdyamayor^  dkarshakah:  cai,urthaspar^  la- 

kdrapHrve  sati  pilrv dgam o  bh/rvati,   prag- ;  fiamo la- 

kdrah  pdrvo  yoBfmdd  asdu^  lakdraptlrvah  :  tasmin, 

»  a.  M.  ^om.     «  G.  M.  -the  sp-     ^  G.  M.  0.  sa. 


294  W.  D.   Whitney,  [xiv.  8- 

dasam  upa  dadhdti  (v. 3. 8 3),  savitra  dticchandasdya  (vii6.14), 
dhdmcLCchad  iva  khcUu  vdi  (ii.4.10^:  B.  O.  oniit  vdi),  paramaC' 
chado  vare  (iv.6.2*),  and  yad  bhiltecchaddn  sdmdni  (vii.6.9*). 

Further  examples  of  the  increment  of  c//,  falling  under  this  rule, 
are  dcchad  and  pracchad  (at  iv.3.122'3)  and  dcchettd  (il.2'):  if 
there  are  others,  I  have  omitted  to  note  them.  The  usage  in  the 
manuscripts,  of  our  commentary  and  of  the  Sanhit4,  is  quite  irregu- 
lar, varymg  between  ch  simply,  ccA,  and  chch^  without  much 
regard  to  whether  the  case  is  one  to  which  this  rule  applies  or  not. 
I  have  collected  the  cases  in  which  my  manuscript  of  the  Sanhita 
has  cAcA;  they  are  dhdmcuchchad  (ii.4.102;  but  dhdmachad  in 
the  same  division),  prachchdch  chandah  (iv.3.123),  and  dyachchadr 
hhyah  (iv.5.32);  and,  in  the  combination  of  separate  words  (besides 
the  case  just  quoted),  dcchach  chandaJt  (iv.3.122),  kakuch  chandah 
(iii.1.6^),  and  ya^^h  chreshthah  (iii.4.8*).  In  every  one  of  these 
instances,  the  Calcutta  edition,  so  far  as  it  yet  reaches,  reads 
correctly  cch. 

I  have  found  no  other  cases  of  the  increment  of  khi  under  the 
rule ;  but  my  manuscript  has  (without  authority)  vdakhkhid<it  (iL 
1.1*,6'),  8am  akhkhidat  ^vi.6. 11^),  and  akhkhidrdh  (iii.6.8),  while 
(along  with  the  MSS.  of  tne  comment)  it  reads  khkh  instead  of  kkh 
in  the  example  (iv.S.O*)  cited  above.  The  edition  reads  kkh  at  ii. 
1.1*,6%  remarking  at  the  latter  place  that  its  manuscript  authori- 
ties have  khkh.  Of  course,  the  doubled  aspirate  is  to  be  rtvjected, 
here  as  elsewhere,  in  obedience  to  sound  phonetic  theory  as  well  as 
to  the  concordant  authority  of  the  Prati9akhya8. 

9.  After  a  surd  spirant  followed  by  a  mute  is  inserted  a  first 
mute  of  the  same  position  with  the  latter,  as  ahhinidhdna. 

The  surd  spirants  are  (see  i.9,12,13)  five,  namely  /  (jihvdmilltyaY 
p,  ah,  «,  and  9  (upadhmdntya).  The  rule  is  to  be  paralleled  witn 
those  in  the  Vaj.  Pr.  (iv.99,100),  which  direct  that  a  mute  be 
doubled  after  a  spirant,  and  after  jihvdmilltya  and  upadhmdntya 
(which  in  that  treatise  are  not  reckoned  as  spirants) ;  also  with 

8.  upa^aargapHrveahu  pdtha evampdrveshu  ca^  satsu  cha 

khi  bht0e  Hy  eteshu  pHrvdgamo  bh^vati^.    cakdra  dgamdnvdde^- 

kah.    yaJthd^:  d .*  nama ;  ayak- :jeHi  kim:  vibhu 

;  yd .'  ^khi  ^ti  kim:  nikh- ;  datsv .*  upaaarga^ 

iti  kim:  8 a- ;*  etdny  upasargapilrvdni.    anydny  "  ucyante: 

priyam ;  pdtha  iti  kim:  rtubhir ;  ati- ;  aavitra 

;  dhdmor :  paramor .*  yad 

»  G.  M.  om.  «  0.  sydL  «  G.  M.  0.  om.  (*^  0.  om.  ^  q.  m.  -rgapxirva,  «  O.  M- 
0.  IDS.  apy. 
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that  in  the  Rik  Pr.  (vL2)  which  allows,  but  does  not  require, 
duplication  of  a  mute  after  the  spirants  (namely  p,  «A,  «,  A,  /,  9, 
n).  The  Ath.  Pr.  (unless  such  a  precept  is  lost  by  the  kzcuna 
occurring  in  the  treatment  of  this  subject :  see  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  iiL 
28)  and  Fanini  have  nothing  similar.  Our  rule,  however,  is  quite 
alone  so  far  as  the  treatment  of  a  nasal  after  a  spirant  is  concerned, 
making  an  insertion  of  a  surd  non-aspirate,  instead  of  a  nasal :  and, 
as  will  be  seen,  the  next  rule  quotes  an  opinion  which  would  bring 
the  Taittirlya  usage  more  nearly  into  accordance  with  that  of  the 
Rik  and  Vajasaneyi  Sanhitas;  but  the  commentator  pronounces 
that  opinion  unapproved. 

The  examples  quoted  are  as  follows :  r/ah  kdmaj/eta  (L  e.  yax 
kkdm-:  11.1.2^  et  al.) ;  apnann  (L  e.  afpman^  or,  after  all  rules  are 
applied,  a^^p^man)  Hrjam  (iv.6.1*:  O.  omits  the  example  and 
puts  here,  instead  of  below,  that  for  9) ;  grtshme  (i.  e.  grisnpme  or 
grishshppme)  madhyandine  (ii.1.2*);  ayaamayam  (i.  e.  aya^mor 
yam  or  ayassppmayam)  vi  crtd  bandham  (iv.2.6^:  only  W.  has 
bandham);  yah  pdpmand  (L  e.  yaqt  ppdr",  ii.3.13*):  O.  adds  to  this 
last  tasmin  (vii.1.5*  et  aL:  to  be  treated  like  ayasmayam^  above), 
and,  after  madhyandine^  prd  ^^ndti  (prd^^ndti:  I  have  overlooked 
this  citation  in  searching  out  the  references).  As  counter-examples, 
we  have  first  parady  apardhm  (iLl.2*:  but  O.  substitutes  orah- 
mavddino  vadanti^  i.7.1*  et  al.),  to  show  that  the  sonant  spirant, 
A,  does  not  require  a  like  insertion  (the  case  is  one  of  ndsikya,  xxi 
14) ;  then  rukmam  upa  dadhdti  (v.  2. 7  *'* ;  the  case  is  one  for  yam  a, 
xxi.  12),  to  show  that  a  mute  receives  the  increment  only  after  a 
spirant;  and  lastly  ishvd  ca  vajrena  ca  (v. 7. 3'),  to  show  that  a 
mute  only  is  increased  after  a  spirant.  For  the  second  of  these 
counter-examples,  O.  substitutes  two  of  the  same  character,  namely 
yam  apnavdnah  (i.6.5')  and  sa  pratnavat  (ii.2.12*  et  al.);  for  the 
last,  it  gives  (in  a  passage  which  has  strayed  out  of  place,  and  got 
inserted  near  the  end  of  the  comment  to  rule  10)  ctgnaye  svdhd 
(i.2.2>  et  al.). 

In  all  these  combinations,  /  and  <jp  are  exempt  from  duplication 
by  xiv.  15,  but  the  sibilants  are  doubled,  except  as  some  authorities 
(xiv.  17,1 8)  would  leave  them  unchanged. 

9.  sparpapardd  aghoshdd  Ushmanah paraJ/  pratham,a^  dgamaa* 
ta»ya  sparpa^ya  aasthdnah^  samdyiasthdno  'bhinidhdno  bhavati, 
abhinidhtyata^  ity  abhifiidhdnah :  dropantya  ity  arthah:  ^veddn- 

tare    tasyd^    ^bhdvdd    atrd    ^^ropantyatvam.     yathd\'    yah ; 

^apm- :*  grlsh- .*   ay  asm- ;  yah aghoahdd  iti 

kim  :  parady ilahmana  iti  kim,:  *rukmam •    spar^ 

pardd  iti  kim :  ishvd 

sUtram  id^jm  eve  ^shtam :  na  tatparadvayam^^, 

»  G.  M.  om.  ^  B.  0.  pratham.  »  G.  M.  -mo  bhavati.  <  B.  om.  *  W.  0.  -dhd- 
yata;  B.  -niyata.  <*>  G.  M.  veddntarasyd ;  0.  -rena  tad  a.  '  G.  M.  0.  om.  ^  0. 
om.  <•>  0.  yam  apnavdnah:  sa  pratnavat,  and  om.  all  that  follows  (but 
see  varioua  rendings  to  next  rule).     ^^  G.  M.  tu  par-. 


296  W.  D.  Whitney,  [xiv.  »- 

The  commentator  illustrates  with  groups  of  two  consonants  only 
(of  which  the  Sanhita  presents  twenty-three  that  would  come  under 
the  action  of  the  rule) ;  the  question  arises,  then,  whether  in  groups 
of  three  or  more  consonants  (of  which  there  are  over  fifty) — where 
the  mute  is  followed  by  anotner  consonant  (as  /A:/,  ^y^  shky,  stm^ 
8try^  (ppr),  or  where  the  spirant  stands  second  (as  r^m^  kshn,  rshny, 
tsk,  tsphy)y  or  where  each  is  the  case  (as  tstr^  (stry,  ntstr),  or  where 
there  are  two  spirants  followed  by  mutes  in  the  same  group  (as 
xlcahn) — the  rule  is  to  be  relentlessly  applied.  It  can  admit  of  little 
doubt  that  the  sequence  of  another  consonant  would  not  affect  the 
case ;  whether  a  preceding  consonant  would  do  so  is  more  doubtful. 
Such  resultant  groups  as  nthattr,  tthspphy,  kkhshttny,  and  /MA- 
shtifiy  have  a  tolerably  frightful  appearance;  but  whether  they 
would  stagger  the  heroic  soul  of  a  lundu  ^dkhin^  is  another  matter. 

To  the  inserted  mute  is  applied  the  name  abhinidhdna,  which  the 
commentator  explains  by  abhinidhiyate^  *  it  is  set  down  against;' 
giving  as  its  synonym  dropaniya,  (I  presume,  simply)  'to  be 
inserted ;'  and  adding  the  remark,  **  owing  to  the  absence  of  this 
in  any  other  Veda,  there  is  here  insertibility "  (?).  He  takes  no 
notice  of  the  doctrine  of  abhinidhdna  as  a  peculiar  and  imperfect 
utterance  of  certain  letters  in  certain  situations,  which  plays  so 
formidable  a  part  in  the  phonetic  systems  of  the  Rik  and  Ath'  Pni- 
tigakhyas  (see  especially  the  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  i.43) :  we,  however, 
bearing  that  doctrine  m  mind,  may  conjecture  with  plausibility 
that  the  word  here  not  merely  signifies  an  insertion,  but  designates 
also  a  peculiar  quality,  of  the  inserted  letter. 

10.  According  to  Plakshi,  when  the  following  mute  is  surd. 

That  is  to  say,  not  when  it  is  a  nasal :  Plakshi  would  ratify  xkk^ 
xkkh^  shtt,  ahtth^  and  so  on,  but  would  make  no  insertion  in  pm, 
shn,  and  their  like.  This,  as  was  remarked  under  the  last  rule, 
would  correspond  more  nearly  with  the  teachings  of  the  Rik  and 
Vaj.  Pnltigakhyas.  The  commentator  illustrates  with  niahkevor 
lyam  (iv.4.22),  yah  kdmayeta  (ii.1.23  et  al.),  papcdt  prdcirn  (v.3. 
7^:  B.  reads  prdct,  which  is  found  in  the  same  division;  W.  has 
prdilcam^  which  does  not  occur  in  the  Sanhita  after  pa^dt)^  nish 
tapdmi  (i.1.10*),  doshdvaatah  (i.2.14*  et  al.),  yah  pdpmand  (ii3. 

10.  *  ctghosha  eva  sparpe*  pare  *8aty  a(/hoshdd  Ushjnunah  *  jyror 

thamdyamo*   bhavati:    ^pldksheh  pakshah^.    yathd^:   nish- ; 

*yah ;  papo- ;  nish .*  ''aksh- ;'  dosh- .*  yah 

d sp- *    aghosha  eve  Hi  kim  :  k  il  pvidn • 


'  0.  ins.  pldk^hef  fdkhino  mate.    *  W.  B.  G.  M.  -fo ;  0.  -fc  'pi.    <3>  0.  prcUhamo 
'bMnuffuino.    *  6.  M.  ius,  pamh,    <*)  0.  om.     •*  G.  M.  0.  om. ;  W,  puts  out  of  place, 

before  aksJi-.    <')  G.  M.  om.    ^  0.  substitutes  sufcandra ;  sparrapardd  iH 

kim:  agn- sutram  idam  eve  ^shtaik  na  tn  paradvayam.  95.  aghosha  evatpar- 

fopare praihamd  yof  ehandasdm:  na^  cid  ati:  sydtram:  bfha8pati$U' 
rap  ate,    ^0.  adds  abMmdhdnaniyamo  nd  'sti. 


XIV.  11.]     Tdittirtya-Prdticdkhya  and  TribMshyaraina,  297 

13*),  and  dspdtram  juhUr  devdndm  (11.5.9^:  G.  M.  have  only  the 
first  word).  All  these  are  examples  quite  needless  to  be  given,  as 
they  are  read  by  Plakshi  precisely  as  prescribed  by  the  preceding 
rule.  Counter-examples,  exhibiting  his  discordant  view,  are 
kdpmdfi  chakahhih  (v.  7. 23 :  W.  G.  M.  have  kH^mdn  only,  and  B. 
reads  hOshmdnddn.  which  I  have  not  found  in  the  Sanhita, 
although  kdpmdnda  occurs  in  the  Taitt.  Aranyaka,  at  ii7,8)  and 
akshnayd  vydghdraycUi  (v.2.7*  et  al. :  given  only  by  W.  B.,  and 
introduced  out  of  place,  oetween  nish  tapdmi  and  doshdvastah^ 
above). 

O.  follows  an  independent  course  in  the  interpretation  and  illus- 
tration of  this  rule.  It  calls  the  insertion  an  abninidhdna  (though 
adding  at  the  end  "there  is  no  obligation  of  abhinidhdna^^)  and, 
for  the  examples  yah  kdmayeta  to^pdtram,  it  substitutes  aupcarir 
dra  dasma  vi^pate  havyavdt  (iv.4.4®:  the  MS.  omits  da,8ma)y  ya^ 
chandfisdm  (the  thing  nearest  to  this  that  I  have  found  in  the  text 
is  prajdpatif^  chandasdm^  iii.3.7'),  nag  cid  cUi  (this  I  have  over- 
looked in  searching  out  the  references),  sydtram  (doubtless  meant 
for  dspdtram),  and  brhaspatisilrapate  (probably  brha^atisutasya 
te,  i.4.27). 

The  present  precept  was  pronounced  unapproved  in  the  comment 
to  rule  9. 

11.  But  according  to  PlakshSya^a,  on  the  contrary,  when  the 
following  mute  is  a  nasal. 

This  can  only  mean  to  teach  the  precise  opposite  of  the  preced- 
ing rule ;  or,  that  there  is  no  insertion  when  a  surd  mute  follows 
the  spirant,  but  only  when  a  nasal  follows.  And  it  is  firat  so 
explained  by  the  commentator,  who  gives  as  examples  akshnayd 
vydffhdrayati  (v. 2. 7*  et  al.),  a^dti  (i.6.7^  et  al.),  and  ttrtJie  mdti 

1 1.  ^pldkshdyanasya  tu  paksha  uttamapa/rdd  aghoshdd  Hahmor 

nah  parah^  prathamdgamo  hhavati.    yathd^:  akshn- .•   ap- 

7idti:  tirthe uttamapardd  iti  kirn:  nish- .•  *yah  k- 

;*  *yah  p- .•*  pagcdt.    tugabdah  pldksheh  paksham  pror 

kshipati*, 

kecid  evam  Hcuh :  aghoshaivam  ilshmanas  tupabdo  nivartayatt 
Hi^.    tcUrd  ^yam  siUrdrthah:  uttamapardt  txi'  ghoshavata*  Ushmor 

nah  parah  prathamdgamo  bhavati.    ahndm ;  gar  a  dy ; 

brahm- ghoahavata*   iti    kim:    apmd ;    grishr ; 

ayaa- 

(»)  G.  M.  om.  «  G.  M.  om.  (3)  B.  om.  W  G.  M.  om.  *  W.  apakshiyoH;  B.  -kshi- 
yoH.    •  G.  M.  om.  iti.     ^  in  W.  only.    **  G.  M.  gJwshdd.     »  G.  M.  agli-. 

O.  Btibgtitutes  for  the  whole  comment  aghoshaprakrtaih  tu^abde  nirayati:  pUU 
kahdycafaaya  ^dkhino  mate  aghashdd  vtahmanah  uttamaspar^apcvrdt :  scuthdnaprcUha- 
fnahgamoWiavati:  akah- ;  gri- :  fndti:  ay  as- 

VOL.  IX.  38 
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(Vi.1.1*);  and,  as  counter-examples,  nishkevcUyam  (iv.4.2*),  yoA 
kdmayeta  (iLl.2®  et  al. :  B.  omits),  yah pdpmand  (ii.3.13*:  G.  M. 
omit),  and  papcdt  (v.2.9*  et  aL).  Plaksh&yana  would  read  the 
first  class  as  rule  9  requires,  but  would  leave  the  mute  without 
increment  in  the  second  class. 

Then  a  second  and  wholly  different  interpretation  is  set  forth  as 
taught  by  certain  authorities :  namely,  that  tu,  '  but,'  in  the  rule, 
instead  of  negativing  Plakshi's  opinion,  reverses  the  quality  of  the 
spirant  as  prescribed  in  rule  9,  changing  it  from  surd  to  sonant — 
tnat  is  to  say,  admitting  the  increment  only  alter  h.  The  examples 
given  are  ahndrh  ketwi  (ii4.14"),  ^rady  apardhne  (iLl.2*:  only 
W.  has  ^rady)j  and  hraJimavddino  vadanti  (i.V.l*  et  al. :  W.  B. 
omit  vadanti) ;  the  counter-examples,  illustrating  omission  of  the 
increment  after  a  surd  spirant,  «re  a^md  ca  me  (iv.7.6'),  grtshmo 
hemantah  (v.  7.2*),  and  ayasmayafh  vi  crta  (iv.2.63:  \V.  B.  omit 
crta).  This,  which  is  in  itself  forced  and  inadmissible,  would  also 
be  equivalent  to  limiting  the  insertion  to  the  little  class  of  cases  in 
which  a  later  rule  (xxi.l4)  requires  the  interposition  of  a  ndsikya. 

In  the  exposition  of  this  rule,  O.  goes  its  own  peculiar  way,  and 
takes  no  notice  of  the  second  interpretation  whicn  the  other  manu- 
scripts report.  It  furnishes  no  counter-examples,  and  its  examples 
agree  only  in  part  with  those  already  given :  they  are  (corrected) 
afcshnayd  vydghdrayati^  grishme  madhyandine  (iLl.2*),  a^ndti 
(or  9ndtiV  and  aycurniayarh  vi  crta. 

The  rule  was  pronounced  unapproved  by  the  commentator  under 
rule  9. 


m^  ^smr^  kfm^nx^w 


12.  A  first  mute  followed  by  a  spirant  is  changed  into  its 
corresponding  aspirate 

Literally,  becomes  a  second  mute — of  course,  of  its  own  series. 
The  examples  given  are  as  follows:  visrpo  mrap^nn  (i.  e.  viraph- 
pt/i/  or,  by  xiv.  1,  virapphgin)  uddddya  (i.1.9^:  only  O.  has  the 
first  word,*and  it  omits  the  last ;  W.  reads  vdratrivaddya,  which 
is  evidently  merely  a  corruption) ;  tat  shoda^  (L  e.  -Uh  sh-)  abhor 
vat  (vL6.11*:  only  G.  M.  have  abhavat);  pratyan  aomaJi  (L8.21 : 
i.  e.  pratyank  s-  by  v. 32 ;  then  pratyanJch  »•) ;  and  tat  (L  e.  tatth) 

12.  Ushmaparah    prathama    spar^cUi*     savargiyam    dvitiyam 

dpadyate.    via- ;  tat ;  praty- .•  tat ^prathama 

iti  kim :  *tdh '    Ushmapara  iti  kim*:  vdk *arvdg 

ity  atra  prathamapHrvo  hakdra^  caturtham  taaya  so- 
Bthdnam  (v.  3 8)  iti  hakdrasya  caturtJidpattir  vi^havihiUrtvdt : 
tolas  trtiyan  svaraghoshavatparas  (viii.3)  trttyatvam. 

idam  eva  sUtram  ishtam\ 

m 

Ushmd  paro  yasmdd  asdv^  Ushmaparah. 

'  0.  dtmana.    <«)  0.  om.    ^«)  W.  B.  om.    W  in  0.  only.    *  G.  M.  «l 
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savituh  (16. 6*  et  aL).  As  counter-examples,  we  have  tdh  (i  e.  tds^ 
ix.2)  sanrohah  (v.S.G^:  omitted  by  O. ;  dropped  out  in  W.  B.)  and 
vdk  ta  d  pydyatdm  (L3.9^ :  only  O.  has  the  last  two  words),  in 
which  no  aspiration  takes  place. 

A  possible  difficulty  in  tne  application  of  this  i-ule  is  noticed  and 
removed  by  O.  alone.  Such  a  case  as  arvdk  :  hi  :  enam  :  pardih 
(vi3.3 ')  might  seem  to  fall  under  its  action,  the  spirant  h  following 
a  surd  mute.  But  it  is  pointed  out  that,  in  virtue  of  v.  3  8,  A  be- 
comes a  fourth  mute  by  special  prescription ;  and  hence  that  rule 
viii.3  alone  applies  to  the  preceding  surd,  changing  it  to  a  sonant. 

The  place  of  introduction  of  this  precept  and  the  following — 
coming  in,  as  they  do,  right  in  the  midst  of  the  rules  respecting 
duplication,  with  which  ^ey  stand  in  no  relation — is  quite  surpris- 
ing and  objectionable.  The  commentator,  however,  passes  the 
matter  without  notice. 

I  have  not  noted  any  case  in  which  my  manuscript  of  the  Sanhitd 
attempts  the  aspiration  of  a  mute  before  a  sibilant,  as  here  required. 
The  manuscripts  of  the  commentary,  however,  which  almost  never 
heed  the  rules  for  duplication,  even  in  illustrating  those  rules  them- 
selves, often  (as  we  have  repeatedly  had  occasion  to  notice)  observe 
this  one  in  their  citations,  although  they  yet  more  often  neglect  it 
(thus,  in  the  examples  here  given,  G.  M.  O.  aspirate  the  mutes,  and 
W.  B.  leave  them  unchanged).  Being  taught  in  company  with 
the  duplication,  as  part  of  the  vartia-krama^  it  has  no  claim  to  be 
taken  account  of  in  the  construction  of  an  ordinary  Taittirlya  text. 
Respecting  the  teachings  of  the  other  Prati9akhyas  upon  the 
subject,  see  the  note  to  Ath,  Pr.  iL6. 


5<liHl*l(WW^Hf^(:  II  \^  II 


13.  According  to  Badabhlkara,  when  the  following  spirant  is 
not  of  the  same  position  with  it 

Rule  ii.44  teaches  the  accordance  of  the  several  (surd)  spirants, 
in  their  order,  with  the  series  of  mutes,  in  point  of  position — more 
literally,  of  place  of  production. 

T.  calls  the  individual  here  referred  to  Badavlk&ra,  and  W.  O. 
have  in  the  rule  vddabhikdra^  but  in  the  comment  hddahh-;  the 
rest  have  uniformly  h  as  initial  letter,  which  I  have  therefore 
adopted,  as  being  decidedly  better  supported  than  v.  Weber  gives 
the  two  forms  vddahTi-  (V.  Pr.  p.  250)  and  vdtahh-  (ib.,  p.  78). 


13.  hddahhikdrasya  *  mcUa  dtmano^  ^aaathdnoshmaparah  pra- 
ihamah  savargiyarh*  dvittyam  dpadyate,  ^samdnam  sthdnam 
yasyd  ^sdu  saathdnah:  na  sasthdno  'sasthdnah :  sa  pare  yasmdt 

sa  tatho  ^ktah.    yathd^:  vis-.   ..:  tat *    asasthdna  iti  kirn: 

tat • 

ne  ^dath  siitram  ishtam. 

*  O.  ins.  fdkhvno.  *  Or.  M.  0.  om.  (and  begin  the  next  word  «-).  *  0.  om.  <^)  0. 
om.    *  B.  om.    *  0.  ins.  idardi^ythdm  yam  sakdrah. 
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The  commentary  (except  in  O.)  is  at  the  pains  to  repeat  a  couple 
of  the  examples  of  aspiration  already  given,  namely  visrpo  virap- 
^n  (Ll.O^:  W.  omits  visrpo)  and  tat  shodapi  (vi6.11*):  and  it 
adds,  in  illustration  of  the  peculiar  view  of  the  quoted  authority, 
tat  savituh  (L«').6^  et  al),  where  the  dental  mute,  being  followed 
by  the  dental  sibilant,  remains  unchanged. 

This  rule  is  pronounced  unapproved. 

5ERT   ^  II  ^^  II 

14  Now  for  exceptions. 

A  heading,  introducing  the  detail  of  exceptions  to  the  rules  as 
already  given,  and  continuing  in  force  through  rule  28. 

15.  A  consonant  before  a  pause  is  not  doubled ;  nor  r,  visar- 
janiyay  jihvdmiilti/a,  or  upadhmdmya^ 

As  example  of  a  consonant  before  a  pause,  is  given  tlrk  (iv.7.4* 
et  aL  :  W.  has  instead  so  'rkah  [v.4.33],but  it  is  not  an  illustration 
of  the  rule,  and  is  evidently  here  only  a  corrupted  reading  of  ilrk)^ 
of  which  the  k  would  otherwise  be  doubled  by  xiv.4.  Of  course, 
it  is  only  a  final  after  r  that  would  fall  under  the  rules  of  duplica- 
tion before  a  pause.  The  text  affords,  I  believe,  no  instance  of  a 
consonant  occurring  in  this  position  in  sarhhitd^  but  such  words  as 
(Irk  and  amdrt  (viil.l^  et  al.)  need  to  have  their  reading  in  the 
other  forms  of  text  determined  by  a  rule  like  this.  The  commen- 
tator quotes  Hrk  ca  (i.  e.  Hrkk  ca)  me  sUnrtd  ca  me  (iv.'7.4>:  B. 
omits  the  last  two  words,  G.  M.  O.  the  last  three),  as  showing  that 
the  k  is  doubled  when  in  sandhi  with  a  following  letter.  To  illus- 
trate the  exemption  from  duplication  of  the  other  letters  specified, 
are  given  nd  ^^rtim  d  rchati  (11.2.4^),  manah  ksheme  (v.2.1^),  yah 
(L  e.  yax)  kdmayeta  (ii.1.2*  et  a!.),  and  yah  (i.  e.  yaq^)  pdpimtnd 
(ii.3.132).  According  to  the  approved  usage  of  this  pdkhd  (see  ix. 
2,3),  visarjantya  comes  within  the  ken  of  this  rule  only  when  it 

14.  atJie  Hy  ay  am  adhikdrah  :  '  uktasya  dvitvavidher*  yathd- 
sanibhavam  tiishedho  * dhikriyat/i*  ity  *etad  adhikrtam*  veditor 
vyam  ita  *nttaraah  yad  vakshydniah^, 

»  G.  IL  ins.  aOia,    «  W.  a.  M.  -dO^;  0.  vidk-,    »  W.  -kria.    «)  B.  G.  M.  om 
<*)  B.  no  vamak. 

15.  paddoasdne^  vartamdno  varno  *repho  vlsarjamyo  jlhvdmi 
Uya  tipadhmdntya^*  ce*  Hy  ete   varnd  dvitvam  nd  '^''padyant 
Hrk:  rephdt  param  ca  (xiv.4)  iti  prdptih,    avasdnavacana 
virdmdbhiprdyam :    tasmdn  na    samdhdne  nishedhah:    ycU/t 

Hrk  ca nd .*  man- .•  yah ;  yah ;  «ra 

'^^rvam  (xiv.  1 )  ity  anendi  ^shdm prdptih. 
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precedes  ksh,  since  elsewhere  it  can  stand  only  in  pausd,  Jihvd- 
mtXliya  occurs  (by  the  conversion  of  final  h  according  to  ix.2)  in  the 
groups  x^^  xkl^  /^T,  xksh^  xkahn^  /A:«At?,  and  x^h;  upadhmdniya^ 
in  like  manner,  in  <p/?,  (fpy^  (ppr,  (fpl,  and  q>ph :  the  combinations  of 
r  have  been  enumerated  above  (under  rule  4). 

The  other  Prati9akhya8  have  rules  equivalent  with  this,  into  the 
variety  of  expression  of  which  we  do  not  need  to  enter. 

It  is  to  be  accounted  as  a  reprehensible  omission  on  the  part  of 
our  treatise,  that  it  gives  no  direction  as  to  the  treatment  of  a 
group  beginning  with  arvusvdra.  The  Vaj.  Prat,  (iv.107)  expressly 
exempts  anusvdra  from  duplicatiou;  and,  in  the  Rik  Pdlt.,  in  the 
fundamental  rule  (vLl),  anttsvdra  is  ruled  out  of  account  in  the 
estimation  of  consonant  groups,  it  being  taught  that  a  consonant 
is  doubled  after  it  in  the  same  manner  as  after  a  vowel.  There  is 
no  good  reason  to  doubt  that  the  same  is  to  be  understood  as  the 
doctrine  of  the  present  work,  and  that  it  would  have  anttsvdray  so 
far  as  duplication  is  concerned,  deemed  and  taken  as  merely  an 
aflTection  of  the  vowel  to  which  it  is  attached.  That  this  is  not 
explicitly  stated,  stands  in  connection  with  the  equivocal  position 
of  the  Taitt.  Prat,  in  reference  to  the  nature  of  anusvdra  (see  p.  68) : 
according  to  the  view  taken  at  the  beginning  of  the  next  cnapter 
(xv.  1 ),  rules  respecting  it  are  no  more  required  than  in  the  Ath. 
Prat.,  where  they  are  equally  wanting. 

The  commentator  notices  that  some  would  read  the  rule  now 
under  discussion  as  two,  cutting  off  avasdne  from  the  rest ;  and  for 
the  reason  that  otherwise,  as  the  rule  stands,  it  seems  natural  to 
understand  .that  "  r.  A,  x,  and  %  when  standing  before  a  pause," 
are  not  doubled;  as  a  similar  construction  was  made  in  rule  10  of 
the  fifth  chapter.  But  he  denies  the  validity  of  the  objection,  since 
duplication  of  r  and  the  rest  before  a  pause  is  not  in  the  remotest 

''avasdfia  iti :  ^catunidm  varndndm^  prthag  eva  sUtram  ^kecid 
ilcuh:''  eklkarane^  doshadar^andt :  asdu^^  doshah:  avasdne  vnr- 
tarndnd  rephavisarjantyddaya^^  ity  nnvayasarnpddanam}^:  ava- 
graha  d^tr  dhOih  suvar  (v.lO)  itivad  iti  cet^*:  ndi  ^sha  do- 
shah: ravisarjaniyddtndui^^  paddvasdne  ^^dvitvaprdptir^'  dtlrot- 
sdrite^''  Hi  ne  ''yam  atra  ^ankd  \stV^:  avasdneprthakkarane^^  saty^^ 
avasdne^*  kini  vd  bhavati  Hi  sdkdnkshatayd*^  vacanam  anartha- 
kani'^  sydt:  ekikarane  tu  ravisaiyafttyetivarnasdhacarydd^*  ava- 
sdne vartamdno  varna  iti'*  labhyate:  tasmdd  ektkaranam  eva 
ramantyam, 

'  W.  B.  yad-.  <*)  W.  B.  combine,  as  in  rule.  "  0.  om.  ca.  ^  G.  M.  -dyeran.  *  G. 
M.  'dna  iti  v-.  •  0.  om.  <^>  G.  M.  kecid  idam  sutram  prthag  evo  "cuh  :  avcudna  iti 
ca  :  raviaarjaniyajihvdmuliyopadhmdniyd  iti  ca  :  kotham  prthakkaranam.  '^  W. 
catwrvafndh ;  B.  om.  varndndnfi.  *'*)  W.  corrupt.  "'  G.  M.  0.  ho  'sdu. '  "  G.  M.  0. 
ravi- ;  B.  -niyd.  '*  G.  M.  avayavasaihhhdvanam ;  0.  asya  dvitvam  sariip-.  '^  q 
om.  **  0  avasdnevyatiriktasthale  vis-.  ^'^)  B.  om.  '*  W.  rephaprdptik.  "  W. 
UiUd-;  0.  duratoU,  "*  G.  M.  kirn  cit;  0.  kim  ca.  '»  G.  M.  0.  prth-.  «>  W.  aH;  G. 
M.  ndsti,  "  G.  M.  -kahd  tathd;  0.  -kshayd.  "  B.  art?^-.  «»  W.  savis-;  B.  vis-;  0. 
om.  varifa,    •*  0.  om. 
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manner  suggested  by  the  rules  (literally,  'is  expelled  to  a  dis- 
tance'), and  consequently  cannot  be  suspected  of  being  taught 
here.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  avasdne^  '  before  a  pause,'  were  set 
by  itself,  the  inquiry  would  be  "  what  under  the  sun  is  it  that 
happens  before  a  pause  ?"  and  the  expression  would  appear  mean- 
ingless. When,  however,  it  is  combined  with  the  names  of  letters 
that  follow,  we  naturally  infer  from  the  association  that '  a  letter 
in  pausd '  is  intended.  Hence,  the  inclusion  of  the  two  precepts 
in  one  rule  is  alone  to  be  approved. 

This  defense  of  the  unity  of  the  rule  is  evidently  of  the  most 
trifling  and  futile  character,  and  the  objectors  are  in  the  right — 
not,  indeed,  as  the  separation  into  two  rules  is  absolutely  necessary, 
but  as  it  is  decidedly  preferable,  and  more  in  accordance  with  the 
general  usage  of  the  treatise  elsewhere. 

16.  Nor  a  spirant,  when  followed  by  a  vowel. 

^It  is  only,  of  course,  after  r  (xiv.4)  that  a  spirant  can  be  liable  to 
duplication  before  a  vowel,  so  that  the  combinations  to  which  the 
rule  applies  are  rp,  rsh,  rs,  and  rh.  All  the  other  treatises  except- 
ing the  Vaj.  Prat,  have  the  same  rule  (R.  Pr.  vi.2 ;  A.  Pr.  iii.32 ; 
Pan.  viiL4.49). 

The  commentator's  examples  are  dar^purnamdsdu  (ii.2.6*  et 
al.),  varshdbhyah  (vii.4.13:  I  presume;  mv  MS.  of  the  Sanhita  has 
varshydbhyah  twice  instead  of  varshydhhyah  and  varshdhhyah : 
O.  gives  instead  suvarshdm,,  iv.4.4'),  haraam  nahyati  (ii.6.7'"^), 
and  harhishd  (i.7.4'  et  al. :  G.  M.  have  instead  harhisho  nattt^  also 
i7.4*).  To  illustrate  the  limitation  to  a  spirant,  he  gives  ebhir  no 
arkdih  (i.  e.  arkkdih;  \sA,V\  O.  omits);  to  show  that  a  vowel 
must  follow, />(/rpve  (i.  e.  pdr^pve;  viLS.lO^),  varshydhhyah  scdhd 
(i.  e.  varahshy-;  vii.4.13:  G.  M.  omit  svdhd),  barsvehhilj  (i  e. 
barssv-;  v. 7. 11),  and  agnir  hy  asya  (i.  e.  hhy ;  v.  1.5*) — but  O. 
has  a  different  series,  namely  ddrpyam  yajfUini  (iii.2.23),  varahyer 
bhih  (the  MS.  has  varahebhih ;  I  have  not  succeeded  in  flnding 
either  word  in  the  Sanhita),  and  agner  hy  etat  purhham  (vi.2. 8®). 

The  combinations  in  which  the  spirant  after  r  is  doubled,  being 
followed  by  another  consonant,  are  rgm^  rpy^  rpt\  rahty  rshtj,  rahm^ 
rshy^  r^v,  and  rhy.  To  complete  the  sandhi^  either  with  or  without 
duplication,  the  rules  for  insertion  of  svarabhakti  (xxi.15,16)  have 
to  DC  further  applied. 

16.  »varapara  ilshmd  dvitvam  ?uV^padyat€,    svarah  paro  yaa- 

mdd  asdu  svaraparah.    yathd\'    darg- .•    varah- ;    bar^ 

aarh ;  barh- *rephdt  paraih  ca  (xiv.4)  iti  prdptih, 

iishme    ^ti    kim :    ebhir '    avarapara    iti    kim:    *pdrpve: 

varah' .*  baravebhih:  agnir ' 

*  G.  M.  0.  om.    <*)  0.  om.    ^'>  0.  da- ;  varahebhik:  agner 
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17.  Or,  according  to  Plakshi  and  Plakshayana,  when  followed 
by  a  first  mute. 

That  is  to  say,  these  two  gdkhindu  would  leave  a  spirant  free 
from  duplication  before  an  unaspirated  surd  mute,  contrary  to  the 
first  rule  of  the  chapter.  The  groups  which  would  be  thus  affected 
are  pc  and  pcy,  gp^  ahk  and  shky  and  «AAt,  aht  and  its  further  com- 
binations (shty^  shtr,  shtv)^  shp^  sk,  at  and  its  further  combinations 
{stm^  sty^  8tr  and  8try^  stv),  and  sp.  One  hardly  sees  why  combi- 
nations with  a  second  mute  (namely  pcA  and  pchy,  shkh,  shth  and 
shthy,  8th  and  sthn^  sph  and  sphy)  should  not  be  subject  to  the 
same  rule — but  then,  one  must  not  expect  to  see  the  reason  of 
anything  whatever,  general  rule  or  particular  exception,  in  this 
doctrine  of  duplications.  It  may  be  made  a  question  whether  the 
single  case,  rsht^  falling  under  i-ule  4  is  not  also  here  aimed  at ;  if 
the  pair  of  kinsmen  did  not  overlook  it,  it  is  doubtless  included 
with  the  rest. 

The  examples  (which  are  lost  in  W.)  are  augcandra  dasma  (iv. 
4.4®:  O.  omits  dasma)  and  ashtdu  krtvah  (vL4.6^);  a  counter- 
example, with  a  last  mute  after  the  spirant,  is  tasmdd  evdm  vidur 
shd  (vi.4.92 :  O.  omits  viduahd)  ;  but  O.  has,  with  B.,  omitted  to 
point  out  that  this  is  a  counter-example,  and  gives  further,  as  such, 
ishvd  ca  vajrenu  (v.  7. 3*). 

The  conmientator  then  goes  on  to  say  that  although  the  word 
cUj  *  or,'  in  the  rule  brings  down  by  implication  a  spirant  pure  and 
simple  (without  exclusion  of  any  sound  belonging  to  that  class), 
yet  the  real  application  is  only  to  p,  ah,  «,  and  A,  since  otherwise 
the  mention  of/  and  q>  in  rule  15  would  be  without  meaning,  their 
exception  being  assured  by  the  present  precept.  The  interpreta- 
tion 18  doubtless  true,  but  the  reason  given  for  it  is  only  acceptable 
on  the  supposition  that  what  is  here  put  forward  as  the  view  of 
two  individual  authorities  is  in  fact  the  accepted  doctrine  of  the 
Pr&ti9akhya ;  in  any  other  case,  there  is  no  inconsistency  or  inter- 
ference between  rules  15  and  17,  and  the  commentator  should 
rather  have  said  that,  as  the  pair  of  dissidents  doubtless  accepted 

1 7.  pldkahipldkahdyanayoh  pakahe^  ^prathamapara  ilahmd  dvi- 

tvarh  nd  ^"^padyate.    cakdra  Hahmdnam  anvddi^ati.    aupc- .• 

aahtau *prathamapara  iti  kim:*  taamdd "  pratha- 

mah  paro  yasmdd  aadu  prathamaparah.  * 

cakdro  *tra*  yady  apy*  ilahmamdtrdkarahakas''  tathd  '/>r  pa- 
ahaaaheshv  eva  aampratyayaJi :  anyathd^  ^vaadne  raviaarja- 
niya  (xiv.l5)  iti^*^  aUtre  jihvdmiiliyopadhmdmyayor  f/rahanaih 
vyartham:  ariendi  "  'va  niahedhaaiddhe//^. 

*  0.  mtUe,    O  W.  om.     *  B.  0.  om.    •*  0.  ins.  prathamnpara  itikirii :  ishvd .. 

»  G.  M.  0.  om.    •  W.  om.     '  G.  M.  ushmdk-,    '^  W.  0.  hi.    »  (h  M.  om.     »<>  W.  0. 
om.     "  0.  ins.  OuH.    "  W.  0.  -^hedhe  s-. 
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rule  15,  it  was  not  necessary  to  regard  the  present  statement  of 
their  views  as  having  any  reference  to  x  and  q>.  That  the  rule  is 
accepted  in  the  pdkhd  represented  by  the  commentator  may  be 
inferred  also  from  the  fact  that  (under  rule  22)  he  pronounces  the 
five  that  follow  unapproved,  but  says  nothing  of  this. 

18.  According  to  Harita,  a  surd  spirant  is  not  doubled. 

There  is  unusual  variety  and  inaccuracy  of  reading  among  the 
different  manuscripts  of  tnc  commentary  of  this  rule,  and  O.  goes 
off  upon  a  course  of  its  own :  yet  the  aim  of  all  is  the  same,  and 
not  difficult  to  discover.  The  word  lUhmd  (which  was  present  or 
implied  in  the  two  preceding  rules,  and  therefore  might  naturally 
enough  come  down  into  this  by  continued  implication)  is  here 
expressly  repeated,  for  the  purpose  of  breaking  connection  with 
what  goes  before.  K  aghosha,  'surd,'  only  were  specified,  and 
Ushmd,  'spirant,'  implied,  the  latter  would  have  to  be  implied 
along  with  the  attributes  attached  to  it  above,  namely  "  followed 
by  a  vowel,"  or  "  followed  by  a  first  mute,"  and  to  such  a  spirant 
the  further  qualification  of  "  surd "  would  be  given ;  while  the 
meaning  intended  is  that  Hdrlta  would  forbid  the  duplication  of  a 
surd  spirant  altogether,  in  any  situation. 

O.  alone  gives  as  first  example  ddr^yam  yajfiam  (iii.2.23);  all 
have  vdipyo  manuahydndm  (viLl.l^);  to  which  W.  B.  add  push- 
ycUi  prajayd  pa^hhih  (ii.4.6*)  and  vdi^vdfiarasya  rdpam  (v.2. 
32  et  al.),  which  O.  omits,  while  G.  M.  substitute  the  single  passage 
(isyd  ^parHpam  (iii.5.7^).  As  counter-example,  showing  the  limi- 
tation to  a  surd  spirant,  W.  B.  give  tiroah7iiyd  md  (vii,3.13:  B. 
omits  md)\  but  G.  M.  give  instead  mahyam  imdn  (iii.1.9®),  and 
O.  saptajihvdh  sapta  (i.6.32). 

18.  '  Mrttasya*  mate  ^'ghosha  iXshtnd  dvitvaih  nd*  ''"'padycUe. 

*ddr^ .•*  vdi^yo ;  ^pushy- ;  vdi^v- *    ayhos/ta 

iti    kim:    Hiro- Ushmagrahauam''    pitrvasiUrdnapeka/tdr' 

tharn^:  atra  yady  apy  i^shinagrahanaih  na  kriyata  Hahme  "^ty  et<it 
avaraparatvena  *  samhaddhani^^:  tasmdd  ihd  ''pi  tatsambandJia- 
sydi  'vd"  ^ghoshavattvavi^shah^^  ^*  8ydt:  ata^i  tanuivrttyartham 
Hahmagrahanam^*  atra  krtam:  atah  sarvdva^tha  Hahmd  Ura 
dvitvanishedhabhdk^^.  * 

*  0.  begins  ushmoffrahanam  p&rvdsutrdnapekshnthani :  jmrvasAtre  svarapctrcUvena 
praikamapa/rati^ena  ca  sambandfia  iH  aghosha^ahanani  tasydi  Va  vi^fianaih  sydt: 
atas  tannivrtayeshu  punar  whmagrdhanam  hdri-  etc  '  0.  ins.  fdkhino,  <^)  O.  aar' 
vdvaathd  eva  ishmd  ^ghosho  nyo  na  dvivarnam  d,     *'•>  in  0.  only.     <*>  0.  oni. ;  G.  M. 

aeyd <•>  0.  simply  ^ap^ a ^  W.  fushmaydg-;  G.  M.  -»»'rfy-.     "  W,  B. 

pArtKUrdn-.  •  G.  M.  ins.  ca.  '»  W.  -bandham;  B.  -bandhah.  "  W.  B.  va.  >*  W. 
•Vfxtvevi-;  B.  -vcUveHi  vi-;  G.  M.  ^ghoshaivavi^hanam.  "  W.  B.  ins.  na.  '*  G. 
H.  tliahme  Hi  gr-.  *'  W.  n'ahedhdydt;  B.  nv'hedhdytk,  and  adds,  out  of  place,  the 
first  part  of  the  comment  to  the  next  rule  (to  rephaparo^  excL). 
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Rnles  18-22  are  pronounced  unapproved  under  rule  22. 

"^WT^  ^!^}  n  ^^  II 

19.  Nor  A,  when  followed  by  r. 

The  word  ca  in  the  rule  is  declared  to  continue  the  implication 
of "  according  to  Hslrita."  This  individual  having  in  the  former 
rule  limited  his  denial  of  duplication  to  a  surd  spirant,  and  so 
left  the  sonant  spirant  h  (?  the  MSS.  say  "  a  surd  spirant ")  liable 
to  be  always  doubled,  it  is  now  taught  that  h  with  the  distinctive 
mark  of  a  following  r  remains  single.  The  example  given,  alike 
in  all  MSS.,  is  dtmuhre  ahrayah  (i.5.6*);  counter-examples  are 
juhve  (L  e.  juhhve)  hy  agnia  tvd  ^^hvayati  (i.1.12 :  G.  M.  end  with 
agnih;  W.  B.  omit  altogether,  along  with  the  introductory  expla- 
nation to  the  next  citation),  to  show  that  h  would  be  doubled  by 
Udrita  before  any  other  letter  than  r/  and  gukram  (i  e.  ^ikkram) 
te  any  at  (iv.1.11^:  O.  omits),  to  show  that  any  other  letter  than  h 
would  be  doubled  before  r. 

O.,  though  using  two  of  the  citations  given  by  the  other  MSS., 
has  a  wholly  independent  exposition  of  this  rule. 


jGjTTSr   Ho|ih(J  II  ^0  II 


20.  Nor  a  lingual  mute,  when  followed  by  a  dental. 

That  is  to  say,  in  the  opinion  of  Harita.  Thus,  in  vashat  te 
vishno  (ii.2.12* :  O.  has  vishat  te  vikshane^  but  it  is  doubtless  only 
a  corrupt  reading)  and  vid  dravinam  (i.8.13*  et  al.),  Harita  would 
leave  the  groups  tt  and  ddr  untouched,  while  the  rules  of  the 
treatise  would  require  ttt  and  dddr,  The  other  groups  in  which  he 
would  teach  the  simpler  combination  are  Ur^  dd^  ddhr^  and  rtt; 
and  ts^  t9v  and  rts  would  fall  indirectly  under  the  same  exception, 
since,  by  v. 33,  t  (converted  to  th  by  xiv.  12)  must  be  inserted 
between  t  and  a:  ts,  then,  would  in  Ilarlta's  hands  become  tths/ 
in  those  of  the  regular  adherents  of  this  school,  Ut/ts,  Counter- 
examples, of  obvious  application,  are  vdk  te  (i.  e.  vdkk  te;  i.3.9* : 
wantmg  in  B.  O.),  tat  te  (13.9*  et  al. :  found  in  W.  only,  and  of  no 


19.  ^pHrvam  Ushmd  '^ghosha  ity  ukte^  'ghoshoshmayo  nityam 
dvitve  prdpte  ^vi^hta  iddnim^  rephaparo  hakdra^  cakdrdkrahtor 

hdrUamate  dvitvam  nd ''^padyate,    yat/id*:  dud- rephapara 

iti  Mm:   *juhve hakdra  iti  kim^:  pukram rephah 

paro  yasmdd  asdu  rephapara/i. 

0)Q.  M.  a.  <*)  W.  vifeshtddindm ;  B.  vifishtdfivadanam;  Gr.  M.  vi^naahti  id-. 
*  W.  -re.     *  G.  M.  om.     <*>  W.  B.  om. 

0.  substitutes  ca^abdo  Mritasyd  ^nvdde^akah  :  Mritaaya  ^dkhino  mate  rephaparo 
hakdro  dvivarnard  dpadyate.   dud- rephapara  iti  kim :  juhve 

20.  cakdro^  hdrttdnvdde^akaJ/:  '  tavargas  tavargaparo  na  dvi- 
tvam  dpadyate.  yathd\'  ^vashat ;*  vid *tavargah paro 
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account,  since  exempt  from  duplication  by  xiv.23),  shatkapdlam 
?iih  (i.  e.  shattk- ;  i.8.5  ■ :  wanting  in  O.),  and  vid  vdi  marutah 
(i.e.  mddvdi;  vi.6.5^). 

FFTsfffr  MQ|*l(y(1  II  ^^  II 

21.  Nor  /  nor  a  dental  mute,  when  followed  by  y  or  v, 

Htirlta  is  this  time  implied  "  by  vicinage  "  merely,  there  being 
no  word  in  the  rule  to  which  his  memory  can  be  directly  fastened. 
Examples  of  I  before  y  and  v  are  kalydm  (vii.1.6®)  and  bdilvo 
yilpo  hhavati  (ii.l.8M  G.  M.  omit  bhavati);  of  a  dental  mute  in 
like  situation,  kanye  'va  tunnd  (iii.l.ll^)  and  isJie  tvd  (il.l  et  aL). 
The  accepted  usage  of  the  school  requires  lly,  Uv,  nny^  ttv^  while 
Harita  would  leave  the  groups  as  in  the  ordinary  text. 

Combinations  of  a  dental  mute  with  a  following  y  or  v  are  quite 
numerous  (I  have  noted  about  twenty  in  the  Sanhita). 

mp^  II  ^^  II 

22.  Nor  the  following. 

This  rule  completely  puzzles  the  native  comment,  which  has 
nothing  of  any  value  to  say  about  it.  Two  explanations  are  sug- 
gested, evidently  on  the  barest  conjecture  only,  and  it  would  be 
hard  to  say  which  of  them  is  the  more  senseless.  In  the  first  place, 
it  is  said  that  jt>ara//,  being  singular,  implies  the  sound  v  (as  being 
the  one  last  mentioned  in  the  preceding  rule) ;  it,  namely,  of  the 
two  affecting  causes  (y  and  v)  specified  m  rule  21,  does  not  suffer 
duplication :  examples  are  vibMddvne  (iii.5.8  et  al.)  and  d  grdr 
vrtah  (vi.3.23:  W.  B.  omit  d);  and  a  counter-example,  showing 
the  limitation  to  v,  is  kdlpdn  juhoti  (v. 4. 8*).  And  the  intent  of 
the  rule  is  to  remove  a  restriction  imposed  in  rule  3  of  this  chap- 
ter— that  is  to  say,  to  allow  the  duplication  of  /  before  a  mute, 
which  is  there  forbidden.  In  the  second  place,  parah  is  said  to  be 
equivalent  to  dvittya,  *  second,'  and   to  signify  that,  when  the 

ya-smdd  asdu  tavargaparah,    tavarga'  iti  kim:  *vdk .•  *tat 

"    evampara*  iti  ki7n*:  ^'^shat- ;'°  vid 

'  0.  ca^bdo.  *  0.  '((myd  'nv-.  ^  0.  ins.  haritosya  ^dkhino  mate,  *  Gr.  M.  O.  om. 
<*)  G.  M.  om.  <«)  0.  tavargnpara.  '  W.  -gapara.  W  B.  om.  ^  G.  M.  om.  <'<0  0. 
om. 

21.  hiirUcdi  sdmnidhydllabhyate:  tanmate  latavargdu  na khalu 
yavakdrapardu  dvitvam  dpntdah,    ^yathd:  Uikdrah:^  kalydni: 

bdilvo ;   Havarge  'pi:^  kanye ;  iahe yavakdrdu* 

pardu  ydbhydm  tdu  tathoktdu^. 

0)  G.  M.  om.  0*)  G.  M.  om.  »  W.  B.  -ro.  *  G.  M.  yavakdrapardu. 

My  collation  of  0.  gives  nothing  whatever  upon  rules  21  and  22  and  their  com- 
ment, and  1  do  not  know  whether  there  is  a  lacuna  in  the  MS.,  or  whether  the 
collator  has  overlooked  the  passage. 
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duplication  has  been  once  performed,  it  is  not  done  over  a^ain,  as 
otherwise  the  process  would  go  on  ad  infinitum.  And  if  it  be 
objected  that  rule  23  sufficiently  forbids  this  repeated  duplication, 
and  that  this  one  would  therefore  be  an  unnecessary  repetition,  the 
answer  is  made  that  that  is  no  fault,  since  the  matter  in  hand  is  a 
division  of  opinions — that  is  to  say,  doubtless,  that  here  Harlta's 
view  only  is  concerned,  and  so  there  is  no  necessary  connection 
between  the  two  rules. 

Fortunately,  the  commentator  is  able  to  add  that  the  present 
precept,  along  with  its  foui*  predecessors,  is  to  be  ruled  out  of 
account  as  unapproved,  so  that  what  it  means  is  of  very  little 
consequence. 


tiqumq^TlfM^^:  II  t^^  II 


23.  A  letter  followed  by  one  homogeneous  with  itself,  or  one 
of  the  same  mute-series,  is  not  duplicated. 

By  aavarna^ '  of  like  color  or  sound,'  we  are  told,  is  signified 
identity  of  form,  not  merely  correspondence  as  regards  place  and 
organ  of  production.  The  difference  is,  that  the  latter  description 
would  apply  to  the  spirants,  in  their  relation  to  the  series  of  mutes 
(il44,46),  and  it  is  not  the  usage  of  this  school  to  exempt  the  spi- 
rants (except  /  and  <jp,  rule  15)  from  duplication,  even  before  a  mute 
with  which  they  are  akin.  The  Ath.  Pr.  (iiiSO)  does  so  exempt 
them.  The  epithet  savarna,  then,  applies  only  to  an  identical 
letter  and  to  uie  nasal  semivowels  into  which  (by  v. 26,2 8)  n  and 
m  are  converted  before  y,  ^,  and  v. 

The  cited  examples  of  the  application  of  the  rule  to  homogeneous 
sounds  are  atvakkdt/a  (vii.5.122),  attd  havtnshi  {\\.Q.\2^)y pippakd 
te  ^ravydydi  (v.5.19:    only  O.  has  the  last  word),  samyattdh 

22.  cakdro  hdrttdkarshakaJiK'  para  ity  ekavacaiiena*  vakdro* 
grhyate :  pHrvasMrasthanimittayoh  *  so  'pi  *  ?ta  dvitvam  dpadr 

ycUe,    yathd:  vi- ;    d vakdra   iti    kim:    kalpdn 

spar ^ a*  evd}  ^keshdm  dcdrydndm  (x-iv.3)  ity  ''atrd  ^vadhd- 
rananirdkarandyd  "^yanC  drambhah,  athavd^:  taddvitve*  krte  pa- 
re dvittyaparydyo^^  ^^dvitvavidhir  nd  ^stV\'  anavasthdprasangdt, 
nanu  savarnasavargtyapara  (xiv.23)  iti  para^trend^^  ^pi 
punardvitvanisJiedhah :  "  ^^pdunaruJctyam  md  bhUd  itV*:  mata- 
bheddn  ndi  '«Aa"  dosha  iti  brUmah, 

m 

hdrttamatdd^*    Ushmd    ^yhosha    (xiv.  18)    ityddisCttrapaUca' 

kam"  anisTUam. 

^  G.  M.  'tamatdk:  *  W.  eva  v-.  ^  W.  sav-,  an,d  puts  after  grhyate.  *  G.  M.  ins. 
pa/rah,  •  G.  M.  ins.  hdritamaie.  *  G.  M.  -^apara,  ^'')  G.  M.  evandhd-  .  .  .  -ndydyd 
'yam.  •  W.  B.  yathd.  »  G.  M.  om.  tad.  >»  G.  M.  -dyena.  <")  G.  M.  -c^in  na  prop- 
noti.  "  W.  om.  para.  '«  G.  M.  ins.  tasmdt.  0*)  W.  -ktyo  md  bhavati;  G.  M. 
•Mycvm  dvaha^,  **  W.  va.  *•  G.  M.  -mate.  "  G.  M.  ityddi  para^  ce  ^tyantwh 
9U:    0.  wanting  (see  above). 
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(L6.1  >  et  al. :  wanting  in  W.  B.),  yal  lohitam  (11.1.7*),  and  tvam  vd- 
tdir  arundih  (i.3.14>:  only  O.  has  arundih).  Those  which  illus- 
trate absence  of  duplication  of  a  mute  before  another  of  the  same 
series  are  ankdu  nyankdu  (hl.l^),  prdncam  upa  (v.2.'7*:  O.  omits 
upa\  kdnddt-kdnddt  (iv.2.92  et  al.),  tarn  te  dupcakshdh  (iii.2.10*), 
and  ambha  atha  (i.5.6  *  et  al.).  Then  the  commentator  quotes  from 
some  unnamed  authority  a  verse  prescribing  that  "  when  a  nasal 
precedes,  a  A;  or  ^  is  inserted  before  t  or  dh  respectively,"  and 
claims  that,  in  virtue  of  it,  there  fall  under  the  rule  also  such  cases 
as  pdnkto  yajnah  pdnJctdh  (i.6.2^  et  al. :  G.  M.  O.  omit  the  last 
word)  and  tdn  hrdydd  yungdhvam  iti  (iiL4.8* :  O.  omits  the  first 
two  words).  From  this  we  should  draw  the  inference  that,  in 
forms  like  those  here  quoted,  the  omission  of  the  non-nasal  mute 
(specially  prescribed  by  the  Ath.  Pr.,  at  ii.20)  is  the  regular  and 
proper  reading  of  the  ^dkhd,  its  presence,  when  found,  being 
regarded  as  an  irregular  insertion,  or  a  process  forming  part  of 
the  varnakrama — which  is  just  the  opposite  of  the  etymologically 
correct  view.  I  have  not  collected  all  the  passages  illustrating  the 
point,  but  the  omission  is  certainly  the  prevailing,  though  not 
exclusive,  reading  in  my  manuscript  of  the  Sanhita,  as  also  in  the 
Calcutta  edition.  That  the  verse  quoted  is  from  some  treatise 
dealing  specifically  with  the  Taittirlya  text  may  be  inferred  (not 
too  confidently)  from  its  making  no  mention  of  th  as  requiring  the 
insertion  of  k;  it  being  the  fact  that  no  example  of  th  in  such  a 
situation  is  to  be  found  in  the  Sanhita. 

Finally,  as  counter-examples,  where  the  two  mutes  are  of  differ- 
ent classes,  we  receive  (except  in  O.)  vdn  ma  daan  (v. 6. 9* :  G.  M. 
end  with  me),  shan  m/isah  (vi.6.3*),  vidathdni  manmahe  (iv.7.15*), 
and  ddmnd  '^pdu  '''^mhhan  (ii.4.13  :  W.  13.  have  ddmnd  only)  :  here 
the  combinations  are  to  be  made  nnm,  nnm.,  nnm,  and  mrmn. 
The  illustrations  are  quite  one-sided,  both  for  and  against  the  rule, 
being  only  groups  containing  a  nasal. 

This  rule  ftirnishes  the  most  important  of  all  the  prescribed 

23.  savarmtparah  savargiyapara^  ca  dvitvam  nd  '''^padyate: 
aavarnatvam  ndma  adrHpyam^  ticyate:  na  tidyasthdnakaranatd- 
mdtram:  aavargiyah    samdnavargasamhandht    yathd:   atvak- 

kdya:    attd .'   pipp- .'    sarhyattd//:    yal ;    tvarU 

savarnapardny  evomddtni:  aavargtyapardny*  api^  vadd- 

maJi:    arikdu .•    prdiicam .*     kdnddt- .*    ta7h ; 

ambha 

anundsikapilrvaa*  tu  kakdro  madhya*  dgamaJi: 
gakdrap  ca  takdre'  ca  *dhakdra  ca^  yathdkramam, 

itivacandd   idam    apy    iiddharanam :   pdfikto ;    tdn 

*€vampara  iti  kim:  vd?! ;  shau ;  vida- ;  ddmnd 


9 


'  B.  -pyatvam.    *  W.  B.  oro.    ^  W.  aavarnap-.    *  W.  eva.    *  W.  anwv^n^, 
•  W.  -dhyamd.    '  0.  -rof.    <«>  W.  om. ;  G.  M.  yak-.    <^  0.  om. 
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restrictions  to  the  sphere  of  duplication,  as  there  are  somewhat 
over  a  hundred  consonant  groups  to  which  it  applies. 

24.  Unless,  indeed,  it  be  a  non-nasal  followed  by  a  nasal. 

This  is  a  precept  of  counter-exception,  contravening  in  part  the 
exceptions  established  by  the  foregoing  rule.  Examples  are  ydcnd 
(L6.7*:  the  only  example  of  this  combination  which  the  text 
affords),  yc0ne'yajfle  (iiLl.ll^:  but  O.  has  yajiienay  vL5.3»  et  al.), 
dtfjUir(ih\v.Q.b^'.  also  the  sole  instance),  ««  jt)ra^?iava^  (ii 2.12*  et 
aL:  in  O.  only),  dixidi  pdpmdnam  (i.4.41  et  aL) :  a  counter-example 
is  tarn  md  devdh  (iii.3.22:  wanting  in  O.). 

The  cases  here  denied  exemption  from  duplication  are  those  in 
which,  according  to  xxLl2,  yama  is  introduced  between  the  two 
mutes.  Accordmg  to  the  V&j.  Prat,  (iv.lll),  yama  suspends  du- 
plication. 

tO^tllHNNIUIIH  n  t^M. ii 

25.  Now  for  the  views  of  certain  teachers. 

A  simple  heading  for  the  rules  that  follow,  in  force  as  far  as  rule 
28  inclusive — or,  according  to  the  commentator's  interpretation  of 
rule  28,  through  27  only. 

26.  A  Z  is  not  doubled  when  followed  by  h,  9,  or  v. 

The  commentator's  examples  are  malhd  d  Habhanta  (ii.1.2* :  but 
B.  O.  have  -bheta,  which  is  found  in  the  same  division,  and  G.  M. 
read  -bhate,  which  is  doubtless  a  corruption  of  the  same),  ^aval^o 
vi  roha  (i.3.6  and  vi.3.3® :  O.  omits  vi  roha)^  and  tato  bilvah  (ii.l. 
8*:  O.  substitutes  bdilvo  yi)pah^  ii.1.8');  his  counter-examples 
(omitted  in  O.)  are  kalmdaht  (v.1.1*)  and  kalydni  (vii.1.6^). 

This  rule,  we  are  told,  determines  the  usage  of  the  school  so  far 
as  the  combinations  Ih  and  /p  are  concerned,  but  not  in  the  case  of 


24.  nakdro  'yam  pratiprasavdrthah}:  ^uttamaparo  'nuttamo  dvi- 

tvam  dpadyate.    yathd^:  ydcfid:  yaj- .•  dtndrah:  *8a .•* 

pdpmdnani,    *anuttam,a  utta^napara  it  I  kim:  tarn *    utta- 

mah  paro  yasmdd  asdv*  uttamaparah.    aavarnaaavargtya- 
para*  (xiv.23)  iti  pratishedhaprdptdv  ay  am  dratribhah. 

*  0.  pravartha.    <*>  G.  M.  om.    *  0.  om.    <^>  in  0.  only.    <'^)  0.  om. ;  B.  om.  anut- 
tama;  W.  om.  uttama.    *  G.  M.  om.  para. 

26.  athe  Hy  ayam  adhikdrah:  ekeshdm  *  mate^  kriyata*  ity  etad 
adhikrtam  veditavyam  ita  uUaram  yad  vakshydmah, 

*  G.  M.  ins.  dcdrydndm.    *  G.  M.  matam;  0.  jnofcitam.    *  G.  M.  0.  adhikri-. 
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Iv.  But  O.  has  an  inserted  passage,  so  corrupted  as  to  be  hardly 
intelligible,  which  quotes  a  verse  (easily  made  such  by  a  little 
emendation)  from  some  authority  unspecified,  making  a  distinction 
between  Iv  as  occurring  in  a  circumflexed  syllable  or  otherwise — 
that  is  to  say,  between  bilvdli  and  hdilvdh. 

All  the  groups  here  treated  of  are  quite  rare,  /p  occurring,  I 
believe,  only  in  val^a  (vii.3.19)  and  its  compounds,  and  Ih  only  in 
malha;  Iv  is  sometimes  found  also  as  the  result  of  sandhi  (as  at 
L6.96:ii.5.l6). 

The  commentator  adds,  finally,  that  the  next  rule  also  is  not 
approved. 

27.  Nor  a  mute  that  is  followed  by  a  mute. 

This  is  a  view  of  certain  authorities  merely,  and  unapproved. 
The  examples  are  vdg  devt  (LY.IO*),  apdm  ojmdnam  (iv.6.6®), 
dtndrah  (v.6.63),  aa  pratnavat  (ii.2.12'  et  al.),  and  yam  aptiavd- 
nah  (i.5.5^):  O.  has  only  the  first  two  of  them. 

28.  Nor  an  original  final  that  is  followed  by  a  consonant. 

The  natural  meaning  of  this  rule  would  appear  to  be  simply  that, 
in  the  opinion  of  some  authorities,  a  final  mute  which  is  not  the 
product  of  euphonic  alteration  is  exempteJl  from  duplication  before 
any  initial  consonant  whatever  (not  before  a  mute  only,  as  in  the 

E receding  rule).     The  commentator,  however,  manages  to  extract 
'om  it  a  very  different  value :  namely,  that  n  final  is  not  liable  to 
duplication  before  a  semivowel  or  spirant  (i.  e.  h) ;  and  he  regards 

26.  *  ekeshdm   ^   mate  ha^avakdraparo    lakdro^    dvitvam   nd 

^^padyate.     malhd .•    ^ata- ;    tato *evampara    Ui 

kim:  k aim d 8 hi:  ^kalydnt*.  hakdrap  ca  pakdrap  ca  vakdra^ 
ca  hapavakdrdh :  te*  pare  yaamdt  aa  tathoktah. 

atra'  ha^pare  kdryam  ishtam^  na  tu  vakdrapare :  "  nd  ''pi  pa- 
raadtramn^  iahtam, 

m 

*  G.  M.  ins.  sa.  *  G.  M.  0.  ins.  dcdrydndrii.  ^ G.  M.  lavakaro,  <*)  0.  om.  WW. 
om.  •  0.  cfe.  "^  G.  M.  0.  om.  **  0.  ins.  lakdrasya  ha^avakdrapara  iti  autre  sthitak 
kirii  kdranath  nanu  vakdra  iti  prayqjanam  asti :  lakdravakdrasya  samyoga  svariio 
yadi :  tadd  samyukta  eva  sydd  asamyvktaa  tadanyathd  :  iU  vacandm  asti  tasmdt  kd- 
randt :  yadd  laJcdravakdrapara  iti:  tato  bilvah.     ^  0.  sutram. 

27.  ekeshdm  *  m,ate  spar^ipara  spar^o^  ^dvitvarh  nd  '''^padyate^, 

vdg .*  apdm .*  *dtndrah:  aa .•  yam *    sparpah 

paro  yasmdd  asdu  spar^parah, 

'  0.  ins.  dcdrydndm,  *  0.  puts  next  aft^r  mafe.  ^=*>  0.  na  dvitvam  dpnotu  <*>  0. 
om. 
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this  as  the  accepted  doctrine  of  the  school,  and  as  determining  the 
reading  in  this  ^dkhd.  How  this  strange  result  is  arrived  at,  we 
have  to  follow  through  his  lengthy  exposition  closely  enough  to 
discover. 

In  the  first  place,  vyaiijanapara^  '  followed  by  a  consonant,'  is 
declared  to  mean  '  followed  by  any  other  consonant  than  a  mute,' 
because  otherwise,  as  we  have  read  '  followed  by  a  mute '  in  the 
preceding  rule,  the  treatise  would  be  guilty  of  a  needless  repetition 
so  far  as  sequence  by  a  mute  is  concerned.  To  this  the  natural 
answer  would  be  that  the  two  rules  do  not  come  into  collision, 
since  they  do  not  occupy  the  same  ground :  the  former  relates  to 
any  mute  in  any  situation,  the  latter  only  to  an  unaltered  mute  at 
the  end  of  a  word ;  and  if  the  one  is  declared  to  have  a  single  pro- 
nunciation before  a  mute  only,  the  other  before  any  consonant 
whatever,  what  objection  can  possibly  be  taken  ?  Moreover,  we 
are  stating  here  the  views  of  certain  authorities,  of  whom  one  set 
might  hold  rule  27,  and  the  other  rule  28 :  and  even  if  they  partly 
covered  one  another,  there  would  be  nothing  wrong  about  it. 
Once  more,  spar^apara  is  claimed  to  be  implied  here  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  denying  it,  the  commentator's  conclusion  bemg  that 
there  is  duplication  of  n  before  a  mute,  though  not  before  a  semi- 
vowel ;  and  that  is  certainly  a  very  remarkable  kind  of  anuvrtti 
which  should  work  thus  by  contraries.  Of  the  last  two  considera- 
tions, the  commentator  takes  no  notice  (although  he  has  once 
appealed  to  the  foimer  of  them  in  a  somewhat  similar  case  above, 
under  rule  22):  the  first  he  states  and  replies  to.  It  may  be 
objected,  he  says,  that  there  is  a  difference  of  affecting  cause  laid 
down  in  consequence  of  the  difference  of  the  affected  letter ;  the 
latter  is  here  qualified  as  final  and  as  original ;  and  the  former  as 
being  any  consonant  whatever.  Nevertheless,  he  claims,  there 
would  be  meaninglessness  of  the  qualification  of  the  affecting  cause, 

28.  vyafijanapara  iti  spar^avyatiriktavyafijanapara  ity  arthah: 
anyathd  sparpdndm  apt  grahane  pHrvasHtre  'pi  spar^a}  ity  uktor 
tvdt  pdunaruktyarh  sydt  nanu  nimittivipe^hdn^  nimittavipesho* 
*sti :  paddntatvam  prdkrtatvam  ca  nimittino*  vipeshd^  nimittasya 
tu  aarvavyailjandtmakatvam^:  iti  cet :  tathd  ''pi  spargabhdge'  ni- 
mittavi^hctsya^  vdiyarthyaju^:  apargapara  ity  ^^atra  admdnyend 
'/h'"  nimittavipeahaaya^^  vigatatvdf^:  tasmdd^^  antaathddaya  evd 
Hra  vyaHjanapabdeno  ^eyante,  ^*cakdro  yady  api  apar^arndtrd- 
karahakaa  tathd  ^pi  pdripeahydn^*  ^^nakdraayd  ''nukarahanam  :^^ 
tathd  hi:  antaathddivyafijanaparatve  ^nyaapar^diidm}*  avikrtd- 
ndm  paddnte  athitir  nd  '*ati:  aamrdd  ity  atrd  ^ati  ''ti  cet:  mdi 
^vam:  na  a  an  a  dm  iti  ^''  rdpara  (xiii.4)  ity  atra  vdiyarthydf^: 
iti^bdo  maJcdrasya  dvitvaaadbhdvam  bodhayatt  ^ty^^  adhyayand- 
nurodhdd  upapdditam :  taamdn  ndi  ^aha  niahedhaviahayah.  ^'^tid 
^pi  brahmanv antah:  nyan ityddiviahayah :^^  kiUa/i:  iha 
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so  far  as  mutes  were  concerned :  the  reason  he  gives  is  of  course  a 
mere  quibble,  and  the  point  of  it  is  so  fine  that  I  am  not  confident 
of  seeing  it  rightly :  it  seems  to  be,  that  there  is  an  absence  of  such 
qualification  in  the  implied  term  apar^para.  At  any  rate,  the 
comfortable  conclusion  is,  that  only  the  semivowels  etc.  are  intended 
by  the  term  "  consonant "  as  employed  in  the  rule.  The  next  step 
is,  to  declare  that  ca,  '  nor,'  although  it  strictly  brings  forward  '  a 
mute,'  without  qualification,  yet  really  amounts,  on  the  principle 
of  exclusion,  to  an  implication  of  n  only.  Namely,  thus :  no  odier 
consonant  remains  unchanged  at  the  end  of  a  word  before  a  semi- 
vowel or  spirant.  It  may  be  objected  that  m  also  does  so  before  r 
(by  xiii.4)  in  such  words  as  samrCtj:  but  this  is  of  no  account ;  for, 
if  admitted  as  a  reproach  to  the  interpretation  now  under  treat- 
ment, it  would  convict  of  superfluousness  a  part  of  rule  xiii.4: 
namely,  the  iti,  which  was  shown,  in  accordance  with  the  received 
reading  of  the  ^dkhd^  to  teach  the  duplication  of  the  m.  We  see 
now  why  that  atrociously  forced  and  groundless  construction  of 
the  meaning  of  rule  xiii.4  was  made ;  it  was  needed  to  bolster  up 
in  advance  the  forced  and  groundless  construction  to  be  put  upon 
the  present  precept.  As  the  m,  then,  constitutes  no  ground  of 
exception,  so  neither  do  the  nasals  n  and  n  in  such  cases  as  brah- 
manvantah  (vi.4.10M  and  nyail  rapnihhih  (ii.4.10*).  For  why? 
the  qualification  pnlkrta, '  original,'  in  the  rule  involves  [as  belong- 
ing to  the  letter  to  which  it  is  applied]  the  quality  of  being  altera- 
ble, since  it  would  otherwise  be  meaningless ;  and  there  is  no  case 
to  be  found  where  either  /?  or  n  is  altered  bfore  a  semivowel  or 
spirant.  K,  then,  the  term  prdkrta  is  to  be  allowed  its  proper 
force,  the  implication  of  any  other  mute  than  n  must  be  excluded. 
Here  is  another  most  arbitrary  act  of  construction — as  if  prdkrta 
meant  necessarily  '  (an  alterable  mute)  when  it  retains  its  original 
form,'  instead  of  simply  '  (a  mute)  that  retains  its  original  form.' 

prdkrta  iti  vi^hanam  vikrtasadhhdvaih^^  kaXpayati:  ^^anyathd 
svasya^*  vdiyarthydt :  tac  ca  vikrtatvam  nakdrasya^*  nakdrasya*^ 
vd  ^ntasthddiparatve^*  aati  kt^acid  apt  paddnte  7ia  dr^yate:  ta>8mdt 
prdkrta  itf^  prayogaadphalydya^^  nakdra^ydi  ^vd  ^nukarshanaih 
yuktam  iti  pdripeshyam. 

kijh  ca:  mdhisheye  'pi  nakdrasydi  '*vd  ''nukarshanam  sidd/ia- 
vatkrtyo^*  ^ktam  :  ^*tatre  ^yam  sMrayqjand^*:  ekeshdni  "  mate  pa- 
ddntah  prdkrta    nakdro   'yitasthddivyafijanaparo*^   na  dvitvam 

dpadyate.    yathd:  mitro ;  om- .*  etdn paddnta  iti 

kim:  anyd .'   anv antasthddipara  iti  kim:  tdn ; 

imdn prdkrta   iti  kim:    tdn.,.j:    ^^vdishr "    nana 

katham  atra"  vikrtatvam : 

rephdd  rvartidt**  pdrva^  ca  tavargdc**  ca  para^  ca  nah**: 
tavargasthdna*''  ity  dhur  atatsthdno"  'nya*'  ucyate. 
iti  vacandd  aati  athdnaihede*''  krtam*^  vikrtatvam  **  iti  hrHmaK 
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The  authority  of  M^hisheya  (see  note  to  the  introductory  verses, 
p.  7)  is  fxirther  appealed  to  as  making  the  same  restriction  of  impli- 
cation. His  explanation  is  that,  in  the  view  of  some  teachers,  a 
final  unaltered  n  followed  by  a  semivowel  or  spirant  is  not  doubled. 
Examples  are  mitro  jandn  ydtayati  (iii4.11* :  only  G.  M.  have  mi- 
tro\  omanvatt  te  (ii.6.9^;  p.  oman-vati),  and  etdn  homdn  (i.5.4*); 
in  all  which  we  are  to  understand  that  the  n  remains  single.  On 
the  other  hand,  there  is  duplication  in  anyd  (i.  e.  annyd)  yanti  (ii. 
5.12*)  and  anv  (i.  e.  annv)  aha  mdadh  (i.7.1-}Mj  where  the  n  is  not 
final;  in  tdn  (i.  e.  tdnn)  kalpaynti  (v.3.1*)  and  imdn  (L  e.  imdnn) 
hhadrdn  (i.6.3*),  where  the  n  is  followed  by  a  mute;  and  also  in 
tdn  rakshadhvam  (i.2.7)  and  vdiahnavdn  rakahohanah  ^13.2*), 
where,  it  is  asserted,  the  n  does  not  maintain  its  original  form. 
Since,  however,  there  is  no  rule  in  the  Prati9akhya  for  altering  a 
n  in  this  last  pair  of  cases,  the  commentator  quotes  (from  the  same 
authority,  we  may  conjecture,  which  has  been  recently  twice 
appealed  to,  under  rules  23  and  26)  a  prescription  to  the  efiteet  that 
n  when  preceding  a  r  or  an  r- vowel,  or  when  following  a  lingual 
(the  MSS.  say,  a  dental)  mute,  is  uttered  in  the  lingual  position : 
thus,  he  says,  in  virtue  of  its  change  of  position,  the  n  is  phoneti- 
cally alteredl  Finally,  he  makes  an  alleged  citation  from  the 
piksha  (not  found  in  the  version  known  to  us),  which  teaches  that 
a  final  n  preceding  r  exhibits  a  peculiarity,  and  is  liable  to  dupli- 
cation. Such  a  modification  of  the  utterance  of  n  forms  no  part  of 
the  phonetic  system  of  any  of  the  Prati9akhya8. 

Thus  is  brought  to  an  end  the  tedious  subject  of  duplication,  the 
physical  foundation  of  which  is  of  the  obscurest,  although  the  pains 
with  which  the  Hindu  ^dkhinah  have  elaborated  it,  and  the  earnest- 
ness with  which  they  assert  their  discordant  views  respecting  it, 
prove  that  it  had  for  them  a  real,  or  what  seemed  like  a  real, 
value.  t  ' 

^kshd  cdi  ^vam  vakshyati : 

^*r€phdt  pdrvo^*  nakdro  yah  paddnte^^  yatra*^  drpyate: 
vipeaham  tatra  Jdniydd  dvitvam  ity**  abhidhiyate, 

*'  vyafijanam  asmdt  *^param  iti**  vyatljanaparah :  prakrtih** 

avabhdvah:  tataamhandhi  prdkrtah, 

*  0.  -fopara,  *  G.  M.  -Uava^dn;  0.  -UanimiUav-.  ^  G.  M.  -vifishto  ^py  artho; 
0.  ndimiUikavifeaho  'py  a.  *  G.  M.  -Uo.  »  G.  M.  0.  -shah.  «  G.  M.  -kam.  '  G.  M. 
'favxbh-.  *  G.  M.  -^kte  'sya.  •  0.  -rthye.  <'''>  0.  avyahjunasdmdnye ;  G.  M.  om. 
apt.  "  G.  M.  -syd ;  O.'-sha.  >«  G.  M  >i  g- ;  0.  pag-.  »3  0.  om.  0*)  W.  B.  cakdra 
apa/r^dkaharapdri- ;  G.  M.  cakdrasthdnisparfdkarshakah  parifeshyan.  0^)  B.  tMird- 
karsJkinam.  *•  G.  M.  0.  saty  any-.  "  G.  M.  in?*,  tu.  "*  G.  M.  om.  '•  W.  om.  iti. 
^  W.  bm.  "  W.  'dve.  ^  G.  M.  om.  ««  B.  svarasya.  ^  W.  B.  nak-.  "  W.  dak- ; 
B.  om.  «  0.  divyaajanop-,  ^  W.  -sdkal-.  ««  0.  -ddhev-.  ^  0.  om.;  B.  G.  M. 
tatrdi'varh  8-;  G.  M.  -tre  yo-.  »0.  ins.  dcdrydndm.  »'  W.  -sthdvy-.  ^  0.  om. 
»W.  o.  *«  W.  0.  av-;  B.  v-;  G.  M.  rav-.  ^6  aU  the  MSS.  tav-.  ^  G.  M.  na. 
"  W.  B.  0.  tot;-.  ^  W.  0.  ata  sth-;  G.  M.  asthdne.  ^  G.  M.  om.  ^0.  -da;  G. 
M.  -ddt  «  G.  M.  om.  «  0.  ins.  asH.  <«)  all  but  0.  rephap-.  «  W.  G.  -to.  «  G. 
M.  yadL  *•  B.  om.  *^  0.  ins.  cakdro  ka/naayarfokarshakah.  <**)  W.  paro.  *^  G. 
M.  O.-twiH, 

VOL.  IX.  40 
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29.  A  grave  following  an  acute  becomes  circumflex. 

The  following  rule  shows  that  the  substantive  here  to  be  under- 
stood is  Hvarah^ '  vowel.'  All  the  other  Prati9akhya8,  in  their  coi^ 
responding  rules  (R.  Pr.  iii.9,  V.  Pr.  iv.l34,  A.  Pr.  iii.67),  state  the 
principle  as  applying  to  an  aksharam^  '  syllable.'  In  his  explana- 
tion and  illustration,  however,  the  commentator  is  not  careful  to 
bear  this  in  mind.  He  states  the  sphere  of  the  rule  to  be  all  the 
three  kinds  of  enclitic  circumflex,  the  prdtlhata  (xx.3),  pddnvrtta 
(xx.6),  and  tdirovyafijana  (xx.7),  although  these  in  part  include 
cases  to  which  only  the  next  rule  attributes  the  circumflexed  quality. 
And  his  examples  are  sd  idhdndh  (iv.4.4*),  dthd  ^bravU  (iiL2.11*), 
i)dsi3y  asi  (i.2.5*  et  sA.),  prdUgam  (iv.4.2»),  and  tdyd  devdtayd  ifiv. 
2.9*  et  al.);  of  which  only  the  first  and  fourth  show  the  circumnex 
vowel  following  the  acute  without  an  intervening  consonant  (rule 
30).  Nor  are  all  the  examples  unexceptionable  in  other  respects : 
for  though  the  i  of  idhdndh  and  the  a  of  asi  are  really  anuddttra^ 
'  grave,'  in  the  pad^a-text,  and  so  show  an  actual  conversion  into 
circumflex,  the  other  exhibited  cases  of  enclitic  circumflex  are  cir- 
cumflexed in  the  padfi-text  as  well,  and  undergo  no  alteration  in 
consequence  of  their  change  to  aarhhitd.  It  is  at  this  that  the 
commentator  aims,  when  he  adds  that,  "  there  being  grave  quality 
in  the  condition  of  separation  of  letters,  then,  when  these  are  com- 
bined together,  circumflex  quality  appears  in  accordance  with  the 
present  precept."  That  is  to  say,  it  is  the  natural  unaccented 
quality  of  the  syllable  that  is  here  implied  in  amiddUa^  not  its 
being  technically  grave,  and  marked  as  such.  This  understanding 
is  also  needed  in  order  to  make  good  rule  31,  where  we  are  not 
taught  that  the  enclitically  circumflexed  finak  of  dtha^  for  example, 
becomes  grave  before  an  acute  or  circumflex  (as  in  dth^  tvam^ 
dtha  kvd)^  but  that  the  unaccented  final  a,  which  was  made  cir- 
cumflex by  rules  29  and  30  after  rf,  is  exempted  from  the  change 
when  so  followed,  and  remains  unaccented. 

The  enclitic  circumflex  is  written  in  the  recorded  Taittirlya  text 
in  the  same  manner  as  in  the  Rik  and  Atharvan ;  namely,  by  the 
perpendicular  stroke  above  the  syllable,  the  same  that  is  used 
for  the  independent  circumflex.  The  method  is  so  familiar  to  all 
students  of  the  Veda  that  it  does  not  need  to  be  illustrated  here. 
Certain  specialties  of  Taittiriya  usage  will  come  up  for  notice  under 
later  rules  (xix.3,  xxi.10,11). 

29.  prdtihatapddavrttatdirovyaffjanavishayam^    etat:    uddUdt 

paro  'nuddttah  svaritam  dpadyate,    yathd:  8 a .•  athd .* 

vasvy ;  pra- .•  tayd varnavibhdgdvasthdydm  anu- 

ddttatve  saJty  'e?'a  punas  trrtsamhitdydm*  sua*  taUakshanasvarita- 
tvam*  p  rail  yam  itydddu  v^jfieyam, 

'  O.  OQL  pddavfUOf  and  ins.  prdvftia  before  -vtsk-.     <*>  W.  evd  ^dhaatdi  jam-. 
^^O.  M,0.oaL    *  G.  M.  0.  etaUakahandt  av-. 
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For  an  exposition  of  the  place  and  value  of  the  enclitic  circum- 
flex in  the  Hindu  accentual  system,  see  the  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  iii.65. 
It  may  doubtless  admit  of  question  whether  the  Hindu  phonetists, 
in  noting  the  syllable  naturally  grave  as  being  otherwise  than 
grave  when  immediately  preceded  by  an  acute,  would  not  have 
apprehended  it  better,  and  described  it  more  truly,  as  a  middle 
tone  between  acute  and  grave,  rather  than  a  combination  (i.40)  of 
acute  and  grave.  Arguments  drawn  from  the  analogies  of  the 
Greek  and  Latin  accentual  systems  (see  F.  Misteli,  in  Kuhn's  Zeit- 
schrift,  vol.  xvii.,  1868;  also  Prof.  J.  Hadley,  in  the  Proceedings 
of  the  AnL  Oriental  Society  for  Oct.  1869  [Journal,  vol.  ix.,  pp. 
IxiL-lxiiL])  may  press  upon  us  this  latter  view  as  the  more  plausi- 
ble. But  that  any  one  having  access  to  the  sources  of  knowledge 
upon  the  subject  should  dispute  the  substantial  identity  in  physi- 
cal character  of  the  Greek  circtunflex  and  the  Sanskrit  independent 
soarita^  and  should  set  down  the  latter  as  a  "middle  tone,^'  in  the 
face  of  all  authority  and  of  all  sound  phonetic  theory,  savors  of 
inexcusable  carelessness  or  prejudice. 

30.  Even  when  consonants  intervene. 

For  the  necessity  of  this  explicit  statement,  see  the  note  on  the 

E receding  inile.  The  commentator,  having  already  given  under  the 
itter  several  cases  in  which  the  affected  and  the  affecting  vowel 
were  separated  by  one  or  more  consonants,  has  nothing  that  is  new 
to  offer;  but  he  quotes,  nevertheless,  tdd  agne  anrndohavdmi  (iii. 
3.8^ :  B.  O.  omit  hhavdmi)  and  yds  tvd  hrdd'  (i.4.46 ») :  in  the  first 
case,  ag-  and  hha-  are  circumflexed ;  in  the  second,  tvd. 


Hl<lTl^f(Hf^(:  \\^\\\ 


31.  Not,  however,  when  an  acute  or  circumflex  follows. 

That  is  to  say,  the  syllable  naturally  unaccented  or  grave — but 
which,  coming  next  after  an  acute,  would  usually  take,  by  rule  29, 
the  tone  of  transition  from  higher  to  lower  pitch — retains  its  low 
or  grave  tone  if  immediately  followed  by  an  acute,  or  by  a  (nitya 
or  independent,  of  course)  circumflex,  of'^  which  the  first  element  is 
acute:  the  pitch  of  voice  is  governed  by  the  following  tone  in 
preference  to  the  preceding,  and  sinks  at  once,  without  perceptible 
movement  of  transfer,  to  the  level  of  anuddttay  as  a  vantage- 
ground  from  which  to  rise  to  the  immediately  succeeding  high 
point. 

In  this  rule,  as  well  as  that  to  which  it  constitutes  an  exception, 

30.  vyaffjandntarhito^   'py   uddttdt  p<tro   'nttddttah  svaritam* 

dpcuiyat^.    ycUhd*:  tad ;  yas *Uy  ddi\    antarhito  vya- 

vahita  Uy  arthah. 

^  0.  an*..    *  B.  -uaoam.    •  G.  M.  om.    <^  0.  om. 
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all  authorities  are  agreed  (see  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  iii70);  although  we 
should  not  less  naturally  expect  the  double  attraction,  of  a  high 
tone  on  either  hand,  to  exercise  at  least  as  much  assimilating  effect 
upon  the  pitch  of  an  intermediate  syllable  as  a  preceding  high  tone 
alone  exerts. 

The  commentatoi's  examples  are  sd  imdrh  lokdm  (i.5.9* :  but  G. 
M.  add  ajityan^  which  douDtless  means  td  imdrh  lokdm  qjayau^ 
\\\,\,b^)^td8mM  td  ddyd-  annadhd! nCU  (yiLl.l^;  only  O.  has  the 
first  word  and  the  last),  kiAnd  mdnyamdnah  (i.4.46*),  and  tdsydi 
vy'rddhani  dnddm  ajdyata  (vi.6.6  * :  only  G.  M.  have  the  last  two 
words^ :  the  vowels  between  acute  and  acute,  or  between  acute 
and  circumflex,  in  these  examples,  are  anuddtta,  and  written,  as 
such,  with  the  horizontal  stroke  beneath.  . 

The  three  rules  here  given  only  apply,  in  strictness,  to  a  single 
unaccented  syllable  following  an  acute ;  where  there  is  more  than 
one  such,  the  rules  for  pracaya  (xxi  10,11)  come  into  force. 

32.  Not  so,  according  to  Agnivegy&yana. 

The  significance  of  this  rule  (which  is  declared  unapproved,  in 
the  comment  to  its  successor)  is  more  clearly  stated  by  0.,  in  an 
independent  exposition,  than  by  the  other  four  versions  of  the 
comment.  It  is  meant  to  exhibit  an  opinion  contravening  the 
doctrine  laid  down  by  its  predecessor,  and  allowing  the  circumflex 
accent  to  stand,  even  when  the  following  syllable  has,  or  begins 
with,  the  high  tone.  No  examples  are  given,  except  by  O.,  which 
has  vddhave  (L6.2*  et  al.)  and  tdsya  kvd  suvargdh  (ii.6.6*). 

G.  M.  read,  in  rule  and  comment,  Agniv&i9yayana. 

h3t  ^f^   ^^  ^P^  II X^  II 

33.  Some  say  not,  in  all  cases. 

31.  vddttasvaritapara^   uddttdt  paro    'niuldUo    na*    svaritam 

dpadyate*,     ycUhd*:    sa ;    tas- ;    ktr- ;    taaydi 

ttddttap  ca  svaritap  co  ^ddttasvaritdu :  tdu  pardu  yasmdt  sa  tatho 
'ktah. 

^  W.  -paro  nan;  B.  svcmtaparo  vd;  G.  M.  uddUapara  svaritaparo  vd;  0.  do., 
except  vd.    *  G.  M.  0.  put  after  svaritam.    '  B.  dpnoH;  0.  prdpnoti.    *  G.  M.  om. 

32.  pHrvasiitrapratiprasavdrtho^  *yam  nakdraJi:  uddttdt  paro 
*nuddttah  svaritam'  dgriivepydyanasya*  mata  uddttaparo*  vd* 
svaritaparo  vd  *  ?id  ^^padyata  iti  na\  pHrvoktdny  evo  ^ddhara- 
ndni. 

»  B.  'trasya  prati:  «  G.  M.  om.  »  G.  M.  -yana.  *  W.  B.  G.  M.  -ttdt  pa-.  »  B. 
*nuddtta;  G.  M.  om.     •  B.  G.  M.  ins.  svaritam.     '  B.  om. 

0.  substitutes  dgnive^dyanasya  ^dkhino  mate  uddttarapara  svaritaparo  vd  uddt- 
tdt paro 'nuddtta  svaritam  dpadyate  na  pratishedhah.  yathd:  vo- :  tas- 
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According  to  the  majority  of  MSS.  of  the  comment,  the  denial 
of  these  skeptical  people  is  not  limited  to  the  enclitic  svarita,  but 
extends  to  the  whole  accent,  in  all  its  seven  forms  (xx.1-8).  Thus, 
namely ;  in  the  brdhmana  of  the  Vajasaneyins  (that  is  to  say,  the 
^atapatha-Brahmana)  there  are  only  two  accents,  the  acute  and 
the  grave.  But  O.  has  once  more  a  version  of  its  own,  stating  that 
the  authorities  here  referred  to  would  not,  like  Agnive9yayana, 
annul  rule  31  simply,  but  would  also  deny  the  rules  in  general  for 
the  enclitic  circumflex,  as  in  ad  idhdndh  (iv.4.4*)  and  prapd' 
(?  MS.  prathd)  aai  (ii.6.12*).  We  cannot  well  hesitate  to  prefer 
the  latter  interpretation ;  there  has  been  no  question  here  of  the 
independent  circumflex,  and  a  denial  of  its  existence  would  be 
altogether  out  of  place  and  impertinent.  Nor  is  the  reference  to 
the  Catapatha-Brahmana  one  at  all  likely  to  have  been  intended 
by  the  Prati9akhya.  And  it  is  not  true,  except  so  far  as  the  mode 
of  designating  the  accents  is  concerned,  that  that  treatise  has  no 
circumflex  accent:  it  writes,  to  be  sure,  only  the  anuddtta  sign,  so 
that,  if  the  value  of  this  were  the  same  as  in  the  other  usual 
systems  of  designation,  all  its  syllables  would  be  either  grave  or 
acute:  and  on  this  foundation,  later  Hindu  systematists  have 
declared  them  such,  and  painfully  elaborated  an  exposition  of 
them  (see  Weber's  Ind.  Studien,  x.  397  ffl). 

Rules  32  and  33  are,  naturally  enough,  declared  unapproved ; 
but  to  us  it  is  both  interesting  and  important  to  find  tnat  there 
were  Hindu  phonctists  in  the  ancient  time  who  did  not  admit  such 
an  element  of  utterance  as  the  enclitic  circumflex. 


CHAPTER    XV. 

Contents:  1-3.  nasalization  of  vowels,  or  insertion  of  anuavdrcb^  in  cases  of  the 
loss  or  alteration  of  n  or  m ;  4-5,  the  same,  in  the  cases  detailed  in  the  next 
chapter;  6-S,  the  same,  in  the  case  of  certain  finals;  9,  utterance  in  monotone. 

33.  na  kevalam  uddttdt  parah :  kirn  tu  sarva  eva  saptavidha- 
svarito  nd'^sti  ^ty  eke  pdkhino  fn  any  ante,  tathd  hi:  vdjasaneyi" 
brdhmane^  dvdv  eva  svardu:  iiddtta^  cd^nuddtta^  ca. 

ne  ^da/h  sdtradvayani^  ishtam. 

0.  substitutes  eke  fdkhino  manyarUe  na  kevaldnuddttah  uddtUuBaiiiapa/rah  :  prati- 
skidhyiUi  Hm  tarhi  uddttakapiirvakaf  ca :  8 a :  praihd ne^dam  etc 

iti  tribhdshyaratne  prdti^dkhyavivarane 
caturda^o*  ^dhydyah, 

»  W.  twl^onepiftrrf-;  B.  -nehOfr';  G.  M.  -neydbr-,    «  W.  -tram,    *  G.  M.  0.  dviHye 
profne  dnHHyo. 
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^^  vTjHlffl*:  II  \  II 

1.  In  case  of  the  conversion  of  n  into  r,  a  spirant,  or  y — ^also 
when  the  y  is  omitted — or  in  case  of  the  omission  of  m,  the  pre- 
ceding vowel  becomes  nasal 

That  this  Pr^ti9akhya  takes  no  distinct  and  consistent  ground 
upon  the  question  whether  the  so-called  anusDdra  consists  in  a 
nasalization  of  the  vowel  or  in  a  nasal  consonantal  element  follow- 
ing the  vowel,  has  been  already  pointed  out  (note  to  iL30) ;  as  also, 
that  the  present  rule  is  the  one  where  the  former  view  is  most 
unequivocally  taken.  As  the  school  to  which  the  commentator 
belongs  has  adopted  the  other  view,  he  declares  (under  rule  2)  that 
the  doctrine  here  laid  down  is  unapproved. 

The  "  conversion  of  n  into  r  or  a  spirant "  is,  of  course,  the  reten- 
tion of  a  historical  final  8  after  n  unchanged  before  t  (vLl4),  or 
changed  to  p  before  c  (v. 20),  or  to  r  before  a  vowel  (ix.20  etc.) ;  its 
"  conversion  into  y,"  with  the  (invariably)  consequent  "  loss  of  the 
y"  (ix.20  etc.,  x.l9),  goes  back  to  the  same  cause.  The  commen- 
tator's illustrative  examples  are  af/ntnr  ap^ushadah  (v.6.1*),  sa 
trtnr  ekdda^dn  iha  (iii2.113:  found  in  O.  only),  karndK^  cd  ^kar- 
ndn^  ca  (i.8.9^),  trtns  trcdn  (ii.6.10*),  and  mahdn  indrah  (i4.20  et 
al.) ;  of  which  the  last  is  by  part  of  the  MSS.,  rather  needlessly, 
quoted  twice,  once  for  the  conversion  of  the  n  into  y  (for  which  it 
should  be  written  mahdny  indrah)^  and  again  for  the  loss  of  the  y. 
For  the  loss  of  m  (by  xiii.2),  the  examples  are  prcUyushtan  rakshah 
(i.1.2*  et  aL)  and  safi^itam  me  (iv.l.lO^  et  aL). 

The  commentator  explains  gmundsika  by  sdnundmka^  as  if  the 
word  were  properly  a  noun,  and  needed  reduction  to  adjective 
form :  in  this  treatise,  however,  it  is  always  and  only  an  adjective, 
meaning  ^  nasal '  (see  note  to  ii30). 

^%^ii^ii 

2.  Some  deny  this. 

1.  ^nakdrasya  rephabhdvdd  Ushmabhdvdd  yakdrabhdvdc  cakd- 
rdkrahtayakdre  lupte  ca*  sati  *makdralopdc  ca*  pHrvaavaro  'nundr 
Hko^  hhavati :  adnundsiko  hfiavatt  Hy  arthah,    *yathd  :  rephahhd- 

vdt*:    agn- .•    *«a *    *atho    ^^shmabhdvdt :*    karn- ; 

trins ^yakdrabhdvdd  yathd\'  mahdn *yakdre  Itqfte 

yathd^:  mahdn •    ^*(Uha  makdralopdt :^*  praty- ;  san- 

^Hty  ddV\    makdrasya  lopo  makdralopah}*:  tasmdt. 


•  •  •  —  • 


(»)  wanting  in  B.  '  0.  om.  <^  W.  om.  <*)  O.  om.  (»)  in  0.  only.  O  O.  om. ;  G. 
M.  onL  atha,  t')  0.  om. ;  G.  M.  om.  ycUhd.  po  w.  0.  om.  *  G.  M.  cm.  W  0. 
om. ;  G.  M.  om.  aUuk    <">  0.  om.     ^*  B.  makh. 


XV.  4.]        TdiUiriya-Prdtiqdkkya  and  TribhdshyaratncL  S19 

This  is  a  mere  introduction  to  the  next  rule,  which  InformB  us 
what  the  doctrine  is  which  these  dissidents  hold  instead.  The 
commentator  pronounces  it  the  approved  doctrine  for  this  pdkhd. 

rlHW*jHI(5  II  ^  II 

8.  And  claim  that,  on  the  contrary,  anusvdra  is  inserted  after 
the  vowel. 

The  anu8vdra  here  prescribed  is  called  by  the  commentator  an 
dgama,  *  increment.'  Its  insertion  is  the  alternative  view  to  the 
nasalization  of  the  vowel,  and,  as  is  pointed  out,  is  held  where  that 
nasalization  is  denied — of  which  denial,  the  tUj  ^  on  the  contrary,' 
is  the  sign  in  the  rule.  There  is  one  example  given :  sa  trinr  ekd- 
dapdn  iha  (iil2.1l3:  W.  B.  ondt  $a). 

The  approval  of  this  rule  is,  of  course,  involved  in  that  of  its 
predecessor;  and  the  usage  of  the  recorded  T4ittiriya  text  cor- 
responds. 


^n^  %^jq^  ^^^\}  iiSii 


4.  Anusvdra  is  also  inserted  in  the  case  oi  sra  etc.,  in  a  single 
word,  before  a  spirant 

"Also"  (ca)  in  the  rule,  we  are  told,  brings  down  the  implica- 
tion of  the  above  specified  increment.  The  srddayas^  '  sra  etc.,' 
are  the  whole  detail,  given  in  the  next  chapter,  of  the  occurrence 
of  anusvdra  in  the  Taittiilya-Sanhitu  otherwise  than  as  the  result 
of  the  rules  of  combination,  implied  in  rules  1-3  of  this  chapter. 
The  precept,  then,  is  introductorjr  to  the  detail  referred  to,  and 
also  lays  down  some  general  limitations  affecting  it.  The  com- 
mentator quotes  a  single  case,  ponsd  moda  ive  Hi  (iii.2.9^:  it  falls 
under  xvi2) ;  and  then  gives  counter-examples,  establishing  the 
restrictions  made:  tdsdrh  trini  ca  (ii.5.8^)  shows  that  the  insertion 
is  made  only  under  the  circumstances  denned  in  chapter  xvi. ;  tarn 
md  8an  srfa  varcasd  (i.4.46*  et  aL :  only  G.  M.  have  varcasd)  and 
prastaram  d  hi  stda  (ii.6.12®:  found  in  O.  only)  show  that  it  is  to 

2.  ekeshdm  mate  pHrvasiltrokteshu  '  sdnundsikyam*  na*  bhavati, 
uktdny  evo  ^ddharandni, 

idam  *eve  ^shtam^  na  tupHrvam, 

*  0.  ins.  sihdneshu.    ^  G.li.  nd  ^nth.    *  W.  G.  M.  0.  om.    <*)  0.  eva  aUtram  iak-, 

3.  t(Ua  iti  sarvandmnd  pardmrshtdt^  avardt*  paro   'nusvdra* 

dgamo  bhavati.    yathd*:  8  a pardmrshtcuvarasyd*  ^nundsi- 

kam*  gunam  tupabdo  nivartayatf  Hi*:  tasmdd  anundeikaprati- 
aftedhapaksha*  evd  ^yam  anusvdrdgamah  sydt. 

»  G.  M.  -db/o.  *  G.  M.  -ra,  » B.  G.  M.  -wdr.  *  G.  M.  om.  »  0.  sfudt  avard. 
•G.  M. -Apo.  "^Q.-vdray-.  »  G.  M.  0.  om.  ii».  *  W.  B. -dA^f^p-;  G.  M. -iMoA  voik- 
shyaimdi^. 
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be  made  only  in  a  single  word — ^that  is  to  say,  if  I  understand  the 
meaning,  that  if  md  adm  and  hi  stda  were  single  words,  they 
would  fell  respectively  under  rules  8  and  13  of  the  next  chapter, 
and  have  the  increment — ;  and  mdyd  mdyindm  (iii.1.11^)  shows 
that  a  spirant  must  follow  {mdyindm  otherwise  falling  under 
xvi8).  To  the  specification  ekapade^ '  in  a  single  word,'  the  com- 
mentator adds  in  his  paraphrase  the  explanation  akhandapade^ 
'  in  an  undivided  word  \  and  then,  in  his  illustration,  he  treats  this 
as  a  restriction  or  limitation,  and  establishes  it  by  an  example, 
trishdhaaro  vdi  ^v.O.S^;  p.  tri-adhasrcih) ;  rule  xvi.26  would  otner- 
wise  require  the  increment  after  tH, 

5.  Not  before  an  altered  final. 

The  illustrative  example  is  bahia  te  astu  bdl  iti  (iiL3.10*:  G.  M. 
omit  the  last  two  words) :  we  have  in  it  a  ^  following  hi  in  a  single 
undivided  word ;  and  hence,  by  xvL  13,  should  have  to  read  hahins^ 
but  for  this  restriction.  The  alteration  is  from  h  to  «,  according 
to  ix.2.  As  counter-example  is  given  md  hinsir  dvipddam  (iv.2. 
10':  G.  M.  O.  omit  the  last  word),  a  case  falling  under  the  rule 
already  referred  to. 

6.  According  to  some  authoriiies,  the  simple  vowels,  except 
the  pragrahasy  are  nasalized. 

This  and  the  remaining  rules  of  the  chapter  have  the  aspect  of 
an  intrusion,  as  they  interrupt  the  natural  connection  of  what  pre- 
cedes and  what  follows,  and  merely  give  the  view  of  certain 
authorities  on  points  which  the  Prati9akhyas  in  general  leave 
untouched.  They  are  brought  in  here  as  having  to  do  with  nasal- 
ized vowels,  which  are  the  subject  of  this  chapter  and  its  successor. 

With  the  nasalization  thus  taught  is  to  be  compared  that  noticed 
in  the  Rik  Prat,  (at  Ll6,  r.  63,  Ixiv),  which  teaches  that  the  first 

4.  ^dgamdnvddeQoka^cakdrah:  srddishv  ekapade^khandapada* 

Hahmaparo*  'nuavdrdgam o  bhavcUi.  yathd*:  pofisd arddishif 

iti  kim:  tdadm ekapada  iti  kim:  tarn ;  ^praat- * 

akhandavi^Juinena*    kim:    tria/ir dshmapara    iti  kim: 

mdyd 

<*)  wanting  in  B.    *  0.  pada.    *  G.  M.  0.  om.     «*)  in  0.  only.    *  0.  shei^. 

6.  na  khcdu  paddntavikdrdt\  ptlrvaatninn  anuavdrdgamo  bha- 
vcUi,   yathd*:  bahia ;  hipujigd  (xvl13)  iti  prdptih,    atUa- 

vikdrdd  iti  kim :  md aivtasya  vikdro  ' ntavikdmh :  tdamdd 

cmtavikdrdt* 

^  W.  vik-.    *  G.  IL  0.  cmi.    » G.  M.  om. 
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eight  vowels  (namely  a,  d,  *,  *,  w,  H^  r,  f)  are  by  [some  ?]  teachers 
declared  nasal  when  they  are  not  pragrhya^  and  stand  as  finals 
before  a  pause.  This  is  different,  first,  in  including  r  and  f  (which 
are  not  aamdndkahardni  according  to  our  treatise :  compare  i.2  ; 
but  the  difference  amounts  to  nothing,  as  the  vowels  in  question 
never  occur  avasdne^  but  only  avagrahe) ;  and  secondly,  in  limit- 
ing the  nasalization  to  finals,  before  a  pause.  But  it  is  perfectly 
evident  that  our  rule  also  applies  to  finals  only,  and,  as  we  shall 
see,  the  commentator  resorts  to  great  violence  to  bring  in  the 
implication  of  "  final "  in  rule  8,  below.  Again,  the  specification 
"  in  samhitd  also,"  in  rule  8,  and  the  interpretation  oi  padam  in 
rule  7  as  signifying  padakdle, '  in  padortext,''  sufficiently  prove  that 
the  present  precept  does  not  apply  in  samhitd — that  is,  that  avor 
sdiie^ '  in  pausd^  is  implied  here.  And  the  absence  of  statement  or 
anuvrtti  of  these  two  essential  implications  is  strong  additional 
evidence  that  the  rules  are  interpolated. 

By  most  of  the  MSS.,  only  one  example  is  given,  namely  kuld- 
yini  vasumati  (iv.3.4'),  which,  if  our  understanding,  as  above 
explained,  is  correct,  is  to  be  read,  in  pachrtQxt^  Jculdyintn  :  vasvr 
matin,  O.  adds  aminanta  evdih  (iiLl.ll  *),  one  of  the  cases  of  sus- 
pended combination  falling  under  x.l3,  and  (by  R.  Pr.  ii.31,32)  in 
the  Rig- Veda  requiring  nasalization  of  the  uncombined  final :  its 
citation  seems  to  indicate  that  O.  would  not  limit  the  operation  of 
the  rule  to  the  pada-text.  To  show  that  the  nasalization  does  not 
take  place  in  uncombinable  vowels,  or  pragrahas,  are  quoted,  in 
pada-fornif  ami  iti  (iii.3.7'  et  al.)  and  tanH  iti  (ii.2.7*:  omitted  in 
O.).  To  illustrate  the  limitation  to  simple  vowels,  we  find  in  most 
MSS.  80  evdi'^shdi  Hasy a  {ii.2.9'^);  but  O.  gives  instead  agnaye 
'ntkavcUe  (1.8.4^  et  aL),  vishnav  e  ^ht  '*dam  (ii.4.12^),  and  vdyav 
iahtaye  {u,2.\ 2^). 

The  commentator,  as  he  has  done  repeatedly  before  (under  i.49, 
117,  V.2),  notices  the  apposition  in  the  rule  of  apragrahdh  and  aor 
mdndkshardni,  two  words  of  different  gender.  He  signifies,  fur- 
ther, under  the  next  rule,  that  both  that  and  this  are  unapproved. 


RrT^ 


7.  As  is  also,  according  to  ^finkhayana  and  Ka^damayana,  a 
protracted  pada. 

By  pada  is  here  signified,  according  to  the  co^nraentator,  a  word 

6.  *  ydni  aam^dndkahardny  apragrahasamjfidni  tdny  ^ekeshdm 

mate  bhavanty^  anundsikdni*.   *   kul- apragrahd  iti  kirn: 

ami  iti:   HaniX  itL*    samdndkshardnt  Hi  kim :   *80 pra- 

grahdkshara^abdayor  niyatallngatayd''  paraspardnvayo  ghatate. 
napragrahd  apragrahdh*, 

'  0-  ins.  ekeshdm  dcdrydndm  mate.    <*)  0.  om.     ^  0.  -kagundni  patashafite.    *  0. 
ins.  am- <*)  0.  om.     ^^)0.agn- :  vish- :  vdy- "^  Vf .  niyarmd-, 
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in  the  pacUi-text ;  and  the  interpretation,  as  was  remarked  above, 
is  fully  supported  by  the  specification  of  aamhitd  in  the  next  rule. 

As  examples  of  nasalized  protracted  vowels,  are  given  tvts  ity 
ahravtt  (iL4.12®)  and  aatu  /its  ity  abrdtdm  (vii.1.6*),  both  in 
samhitdrioxva,  although  it  is  again  expressly  pointed  out  that  the 
nasalization  is  not  made  in  aamhitd:  the  two  worthies  referred  to 
would  read  tmfvs:  and  A^t^s.  It  is  added  that  oa, 'also,^in  this 
rule  effects  its  connection  with  what  is  prescribed  in  the  preceding 
one — or,  as  O.,  in  more  customary  phrase,  expresses  it,  brings 
forward  by  implication  the  preceding  rule. 

Some,  we  are  further  informed,  restrict  the  application  of  the 
precept  to  words  which  contain  a  single  vowel  protracted,  and 
would  not  regard  it  as  authorizing  nasalization  in  na  chirujUtis  iti 
(L7.2*»*)  or  na  vicityds  iti  (vi.l.9M  G.  M.  omit  iti). 

The  rule  is  declared  to  be  of  no  binding  force. 


M^\{{r\    ^[^HIMHJ^  II  r;  n 


8.  An  a,  however,  is  nasalized  in  sarhhitd  also. 

The  commentator's  explanation  is  that  nasality  and  protraction 
are  here  implied  (from  tne  preceding  rule)  by  vicinage ;  and  that 
tu, '  however,'  is  intended  to  annul  the  implication  that  only  the 
opinion  of  the  two  authorities  specified  in  rule  7  is  reported.  And 
though  the  comprehensive  statement  "  an  a  "  is  made  in  the  rule, 
nevertheless,  in  virtue  of  rule  i.68,  "continued  implication  is  of 
that  which  is  last  (or  final),"  the  "  also  "  {apt)  really  brings  down 
only  a  final  a  as  suffering  a  prescribed  effect  by  the  attribution  of 
nasal  quality.  The  sense,  then,  is  that  a  protracted  final  a  is 
nasalized,  both  in  aamhitd  and  elsewhere.  Examples  are  auplo- 
kdfiJS  aumangaMfiz  (i.8.16^),  upahHtdnZ  (iL6.7^),  ya^o  mamdnZ 
(vii.4.20) ;  these  are,  in  fact,  all  the  cases  of  protraction  of  simple 
final  a  which  the  text  contains ;  and  the  edition  (so  far  as  it  goes) 
and  my  MS.  nasalize  the  d,  as  required  by  the  interpretation  of 
the  rule  here  given.  The  cases  are  much  more  numerous  in  which 
a  final  ah  exhibits  ds  as  the  ultimate  result  of  protraction,  the  h 
being  lost  before  a  following  vowel  or  sonant  consonant :  namely, 
ati.6.9«:v.5.ia,32  twice:  vi.l.9>  twice;  3.8* ;  4.3*;  6.23;  and  in  one 
place,  vi.5.8*,  the  same  final  ds  comes  from  a  protracted  e:  the 
question  might  possibly  arise  whether  these  do  not  also  fall  under 

7.  yat^  pltitavat  padam^  Hac  aa*  padakdle  *^d?ikhdyanakdnda- 

mdyanayor  mate^  ^muidaikam  hhavati,    yathd*:  tviz ;  aatu 

padam  iti  kirn :  aamhitdydtn  nid  bhUt    cakdrah*  pHrvaaH- 

troktavidheyaaaniuccayarh'  karoti*,  apara  dhuh :  ^phUdikaavor 
ram  padam  iti :  any  am  md  hhiU  :*  na .•  na 

ne  ^dani  aUtradvayam^^  iahtam, 

*  W.  yafra.  *  0.  om.  (^  W.  taira.  i*>  0.  puts  after  bhavaH.  *  G.  M.  om.  •  G. 
M.  0.  dofobdah.  '  0.  -vidhim,  *  0.  anvddifati.  <*>  0.  pkUevarvtapadam  iti  'Aa  md 
bhuL     '0  W.  aiitrcm. 
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the  rule,  but  it  would  have  to  be  answered  in  the  negative  (see  the 
counter-examples  below) ;  and  the  text  reads  accordingly.  The 
manuscripts  of  the  commentary  give  as  found  "  in  another  pdkhdj*^ 
one  example,  read  hrahmdm  in  W.  B.  (O.  is  wanting),  and  yadghrd 
in  G.  M. :  I  do  not  quite  know  what  to  make  of  this,  as  there  seems 
to  be  no  call  for  quoting  from  another  text  examples  of  what  is 
capable  of  being  fully  illustrated  from  the  received  Veda  of  the 
school ;  brahmdsn  is  found  at  i 8. 16  *  twice,  *  twice,  but  would  be  a 
counter-example  to  this  rule,  its  a  not  being  final ;  it  is,  in  fact,  of 
the  same  character  with  the  first  of  the  counter-examples  given. 
These  are  satyardjdm  (i.8.16*),  agnd^  ity  dha  (viS.B*:  W.  has 
dropped  out  agndk)^  and  vicityah  somds  na  vicityds  iti  (vi.1.9': 
O.  has  only  this). 

Finally,  the  commentator  remarks  that  ^ankhayana  and  Kanda- 
mzLyana  also  accept  this  principle.  He  may  well  say  this,  for  the 
natural  interpretation  of  the  rule  is  to  make  it  represent  simply  the 
view  of  those  authorities;  and  the  action  of  the  comment,  in  cutting 
it  loose  from  its  predecessors,  and  declaring  it  alone  to  express  the 
approved  doctrine  of  the  treatise,  is  in  a  high  degree  forced  and 
arbitrary.  It  was  noticed  under  i.68  what  an  unjustifiable  act  of 
violent  mterpretation  was  there  committed,  by  way  of  preparation 
for  this  one.  The  implication  of  "  final "  is  not  needed  in  rule  8 
any  more  than  in  rules  6  and  7,  and  is  clearly  enough  made  in 
them  all ;  whence  it  comes,  it  would  be  the  business  of  those  who 
put  the  passage  in  to  tell,  if  they  could. 

The  Ath.  Prat,  gives  (at  L106)  an  enumeration  of  the  protracted 
vowels  occurring  in  the  text  to  which  it  relates.  This  our  treatise 
omits  to  do,  and  it  may  be  well  to  repair  the  omission  in  this  place. 
A  final  a  is  protracted  to  driz  at  i.8.16*  twice:  ii.6.7^:  vii.4.20: 

ah  to  (IsA  at  i.4.27:  v.6.1^;  and  to  dz  (the  h  being  lost)  at  i.6. 

9»:  V.6. 1^,32  twice:  vi.1.9'  twice;  3.8';  4.3*;  6.2^: an  to  d^n  at 

L8.16  *  twice,  16^  thrice:  iL6.6® : am  to  d^m  at  vil.4» ;  5.9* :  vii. 

1.7*;  6.7 »  twice: i  to  iz  at  i.7.2>'*:  114.12®:  vi.5.9» :  vii.l.6S7*: 

ih  to  ^  or  Ur  at  i.6.9®:  vi.3.10*: in  to  tzn  at  viL4.20 

twice: wA  to  iter  atvi.3.8*: e  to  <:l8/ at  i.4.27:  vi.1.4*;  and 

8.  sdmnidhydd  anundsikaplutdu^  grhyete :  tu^ahdah  prakrtdcdr 
ryamcUanivartakah'':  ata*  et?a*  samhitdydm  asamhitdydrh*  cd  ^kd- 
rah  paddntah  pluto  'nwidsiko  hhavati :  yady  apy  akdra  iti*  sdr 
mdnyeno  ^ktah:  tathd  '^py  anvddepo  'ntyaaya  (i.58)  iti  vaca- 
ndd  api^abdo  'nundaikadharmatayd  nimittinam  paddntam  evd 

^kdram  anvddi^ati,    yathd\'  su^Jr ;   up  a- ;   *ya^o .• 

brahmdzn*  ity  anyasydrh^"  ^dkhdydm*.    api^ahdah  kimarthah: 

^^Baty- ;  agn- .*"   vicityah ^dnkhdyanakd/ndamd- 

yanayor  apy  ayath  vidhir  ^^akdre  plute  sammatah}^, 

*  G.  M.  -phiie,  *  0.  pArvdcdry-.  »  W.  eta;  M.  tata.  *  0.  om.  *  W.  0.  om. 
•  0.  om.  ■»  B.  0.  om.  ^  0.  om.  » a.  M.  yadghrd.  ^o  G.  M.  aaya.  (")  0.  om. 
<**>  G.  M.  -rapkUas  sammatam. 


324  W.  D.  Whitney,  [xv.  8- 

to  d  (see  i.4)  at  vi.6.8*: du  to  d^v  at  vi6.2*.     The  protracted 

syllable  has  always  the  acute  accent. 

9.  According  to  the  former  ones,  all  is  of  one  pitcL 

The  comment  is  completely  at  a  loss  as  to  how  this  rule  is  to  be 
understood,  and  gives  three  more  or  less  discordant  interpretations 
of  it,  the  first  of  which  we  are  probably  to  regard  as  the  preferred 
one,  if  there  be  a  preference.  "  All "  means  '  every  kind  of  articu- 
late sound ;'  "  of  one  pitch  "  is  equivalent  to  ekafnUi,  yama  denot- 
ing the  tone  of  an  acute  syllable ;  "  the  former  ones  "  are  '  the  sac- 
rificers ;'  the  meaning  is,  then,  that  in  the  sacrificial  usage  of  the 
sacrificers  everything  is  uttered  in  acute  monotone.  O.  has  an 
exposition  of  its  own,  which  is  in  great  part  too  corrupt  to  be  read 
without  considerable  emendation,  and  which  conducts  to  the  same 
conclusion :  it  quotes,  apropos  oi  piirve^  a  pada  of  a  trishtubh  verse 
from  some  sacred  text,  "  the  former  ones  spoke  those  words  to  the 
former  ones." 

The  second  interpretation  differs  from  the  first  only  in  declaring 
pdrve, '  the  former  ones,'  to  designate  certain  pdkhinah,  or  '  holders 
of  a  Vedic  text.' 

The  third  is  of  quite  another  character ;  it  makes  yama  to  be 
equivalent  to  svara  in  the  sense  of  '  vowel,'  and  explains  '  every 
monosyllable  is  nasalized ' — ^the  intent  being  to  annul  the  restriction 
to  simple  vowels  only  (as  made  in  rule  6).  Who  the  pHrve  are,  is 
not  told  us  this  time. 

The  commentator  consoles  himself  at  the  end  by  declaring  the 
rule  not  approved.     We  may  fairly  extend  the  same  condemnation 

9.  ^sarvarh*  varnajdtam*  ekayamam  ekagruti  ^ti  pilrveshdm* 
matam,  yamo  7idma  avara^  vddtta  ity  arthah :  pHrve  ndma  yd- 
jfiikdJ/:  teshdm  yajfiakarmani  saw  am'  ekagnUi^  bhavatV 

anye  manyante^:  pilrve  ndmu  kecic  chdkhinah  :  teshdm  aarvam}* 
''ekayruti  HV\ 

athd^*  ^pare  kcUhayanti^*:  sarvam  ekasvaram  anundsikam  bha- 
vntt  'ti**;  ^^samdndksharamdtrdpekshdm  adhiksfieptum^^, 

ne  ^dam  sUtram  ishtam,, 

iti  tribhdshyaratneprdtipdkhyavivarane 
pailcada^o^*  ^dhydyah. 

0)  0.  substitutes  sarvam  iti  lakshyam  lakshanavishayam  gxhndti :  ekayam  eka^ru- 
tik  :  yamofrutisvara  ity  cUhdrUard  purveahd  pxXrvdi  ndma  ynjhikd  purve  purvebhyo 
vaca  etad  ucur  iU  darfandt :  ydjnikdndm  yt^nakarmani  sarvam  dcafrutir  bhav€tti 
*  W.  B.  snrva.  *  B.  vamam  ajhdtam ;  G.  M.  -tayamam.  *  W.  sarv-.  *  G.  M.  put 
after  uddtta.  •  W.  -^iydh.  '  W,  puts  after  bhavaH.  «  B.  -tir.  »  0.  dhuk,  »«  0. 
om.  <">  W.  -fnUdni;  0.  -^ruiir  hhavati,  "  G.  M.  om.  aiha.  "  0.  vydcakahak. 
^*  0.  om.  iti.  '^  0.  sarvam  iti  samMndkshardndm  apekshd  grahavyuddsa  sarvam 
tathd  vidhiyate;  W.  -ramatrdpekshdm  apikshiptarii;  B.  -ksham  adh-;  G.  M.  -md- 
trapaksham  dksheptum.    '*  G.  M.  0.  dvittyaprofne  ti^tiyo. 
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to  bis  treatment  of  it,  and  conjecture  that,  if  he  could  only  have 
told  us  what  it  meant,  we  might  have  found  in  it  something  to 
approve.  We  are  tempted  to  seek  in  it  some  stsctement  as  to  the 
accent  of  the  protracted  syllable,  or  pada;  and,  if  it  were  allowed 
to  amend  pHrveshdm  to  ekeshdm^  we  might  translate, '  some  hold 
that  the  whole  word  in  which  protraction  occun^  is  to  be  uttered 
in  the  same  tone ' — only  then,  to  be  sure,  we  should  look  for  a 
statement  of  the  usage  actually  followed  in  the  text. 


CHAPTER    XVI. 


Contents:  1-31,  detail  of  the  cases  of  occurrence,  in  the  Sanhitft,  of  ^  in  the  inte- 
rior of  a  word,  before  a  spirant. 

1.  Now  for  eases  in  which  s  follows. 

A  simple  heading,  of  force  through  a  considerable  part  of  the 
chapter  (L  e.  through  rule  13).  The  essential  item  of  the  precept 
laid  down  was  ^iven  above,  in  xv.4,' which  directed  that  in  all  toe 
cases  to  be  specified  in  this  chapter  is  to  be  assumed  the  presence 
of  anusvdra  following  a  vowel  and  followed  by  a  spirant.  Words 
in  which  that  spirant  is  8  form  by  far  the  most  numerous  class,  and 
until  rule  1 4  they  alone  are  treated. 

The  Rik  Pr.  is  the  only  one  of  the  other  treatises  which  offers 
anything  at  all  analogous  with  this  enumeration ;  it  (at  xiiL7-10) 
gives  rules  for  the  occurrence  of  anu8vdra  after  long  vowels  only. 


^5jt^qT3^  cr^T^:   ^{^  »  ^  n 


2.  Sra,  go,  ha,  pd,  and  ga,  at  the  beginning  of  a  pada,  take 
anusvdra  before  a  s  that  is  followed  by  a  vowel. 

The  commentator  cites  examples,  as  follows.  For  sra,  visrama- 
yed  amehend  ^dhvaryuh  (vi.2.9*,10^ :  G.  M.  O.  have  onlv  the  first 
word) ;  we  have  other  cases  at  ii.6.7* :  v.  1.6  * :  viiS.lO^,  all  from  the 
same  root,  sras.  For  po,  pomd  moda  tve  Hi  (iii2.9*:  G.  M.  omit 
the  last  word,  O.  the  last  two) ;  I  have  notea  no  other  case :  as 
counter-example,  to  show  that  only  o  after  p  takes  the  increment, 
is  given  d^dsdnd  sdumanasam  (lI.IOM  O.  alone  has  the  latter 

1.  athe  Hy  ay  am  adhikdrah:  ita  uttare  ffrahanavipeshdh^  saJcd- 
rapard^  ity  etad  adhikrtam  veditavyam.  sakdrah  paro  ^yebhyas 
te  aakdrapardh*. 

^  B.  -^iok    '  B.  -pa^a.    <^  G.  M.  yasmdi  sa  tathoktah  (and  -parah  in  the  rule). 
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word).  For  Aa,  hansah  ^ticishad  (i.8.15*:  iv.2.1*) ;  various  other 
cases  of  hansa  are  found  in  the  text,  and  hansi :  that  hd  is  not 
treated  in  the  same  way  is  shown  by  prc^d  md  md  hdsU  (v.6.8* : 
O.  omits).  For  pdy  pdnsura  irdvati  (12.13^) ;  other  cases  are 
pdnsUn  B,nd  pdnaavydya^  at  iL6.10^  and  iv.5.9'  respectively:  that 
pa  would  not  have  been  correct  is  shown  by  dhatam  gahhe  pasah 
(viL4.193:  O.  omits  dhatam);  pdsi,  which  would  seem  to  fall 
under  the  rule,  is  excepted  by  rule  17,  below.  For  ^,  yad  dstnah 
pansati  tasmdt  (iiL2.9^:  W.  B.  G.  M.  omit  tasradt,  thus  allowing 
the  citation  to  be  found  also  at  iii2.9*) ;  cases  of  this  combination, 
all  of  them  coming  from  the  root  pans,  are  not  infrequent  in  the 
Sanhita.  As  general  counter-examples,  we  have,  to  establish  the 
necessity  of  the  restriction  "  at  the  beginning  of  a  pada^'^  a>gnir 
ukthena  vdhaad  (i.5.11  *),  somam  pipdaet  (ill. 10*),  and  dcJid  ^^pa- 
sah  (L2.14®:  O.  omits);  while  tasmdt  sa  visrasyah  (vi.2.9*,10^: 
only  O.  has  the  first  two  words),  haatayoh  (iv.l.S^  et  at :  G.  M.  O. 
omit),  and  kavipastdh  (iL6.12®:  all  the  MSS.  have  -pcutah,  which 
I  have  not  found  in  the  text,  but  probably  by  my  own  fault)  do 
the  same  service  for  the  specificatioif  "  when  a  vowel  follows." 

The  commentator  goes  on  to  say  that  some  authorities  accept  At 
as  a  part  of  this  rule :  which  is  not  to  be  approved,  since  "  at  the 
beginning  of  a  word"  is  here  implied,  and  so  ahinsdydi  (v.2.8^) 
would  be  left  without  the  increment.  And  if  it  be  pleaded  that 
hinsth  parame  (iv.2.10*'*  et  ^1.)  should  be  an  example  here,  the 
reply  is  made,  that  the  antAstdra  is  assured  to  it  by  rule  13,  below, 
where  there  is  no  restriction  to  the  beginning  of  a  word ;  and  that 
to  repeat  here  the  specification  of  hi  would  be  useless.  The  only 
criticism  to  be  offered  upon  this  is  that  the  objection  has  too  little 
reason  to  be  really  worthy  of  notice. 

2.  9ra :  po  :  ha :  pd  :  pa :  ity  ete  grahanavipeshdh}  padddayah 
Bakdrapards  tasmint  aakdre  avarapare  saty  anusvdrdgamam*  bha- 

jarUe*.    yathd*:   vi- .'   ponad .•    okdrena  kim:   dpd- .• 

hansah ;  ^hrasva  iti  kim:  prajd :*  pdnsura .•  dir- 

yhena*  kim :  dh- ;  yad padddaya  iti  kim:  agnir ; 

Bomam ;    ''dahd ^     svarapara    iti  kim:    tasmdt ; 

•Aa«- ;•  kav- 

kecid  atra  sUtre  ^higrahanam^'*  angtkurvate^\'  tad  anupapan- 
nam:  padddaya  iti  niyamdt:  ahinsdyd  ity  atrd  ^nusvdrdbhdr 

vaprasangdf*.    nanu  hinsth ity  etad  atro  ^ddharanam.  iti 

cet:  mdi  ^vam:  ^*hipujigd  {t\\,\^)  ity  atra  niyamdhhdvdt  par 
ddddv  apaddddu  ca*  higrahanasya  kdryasiddheh  pxinar  atra  gra- 
hanam  vyartham.^* 

Bvarahparo  yasmdd  asdu  svaraparah:  tastnin, 

»  G.  M.  -f^pardh  vif-.    *  0.  -ma.    «  0.  sydL    *  G.  M.  0.  om.    (»)  0.  om.;  G.  M. , 
hrtuvena  kim  etc.  *  •  0.  -ghe,    ^  0.  om.    ^  G.  M.  0.  om.    (^  W.  om.    »*  G.  M. 
hinL    "  G.  U.  akgiihh-     *<  G.  M.  -raJbhd';  0.  -rdbodhoj^Or,    0^  B.  om. 
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3.  Even  when  the  vowel  is  altered. 

That  is  to  say,  even  when  the  vowel  that  is  by  the  last  rule 
required  to  follow  the  8  has  undergone  euphonic  alteration,  so  as 
to  become  a  consonant  A  single  example  is  cited,  apahaUsy  agne 
(iv.7.13  * ;  p.  aporhansi) ;  if  the  text  contains  any  others,  they  have 
escaped  my  notice. 

4.  As  also,  when  they  are  preceded  by  rd. 

This  rule  is  made  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  a  single  addi- 
tional case  under  the  genera*  rule  given  above  (xvi.2),  namely,  the 
word  ndrdpansfbhi/ah  (vii.6.1l2) ;  the  case  being  one,  as  the  com- 
ment points  out,  where  the  pa  is  not  at  the  beginning  of  a  pada. 
The  ca, '  also,'  brings  down  only  pa/  and  we  are  assured  that  this 
is  the  reason  why  pa  was  mentioned  last  in  rule  2,  even  at  the  cost 
of  a  violation  of  the  natural  order  of  the  vowels.  Of  this  point  we 
need  not  make  much,  since  the  rule  contains  other  and  unexplained 
violations  of  alphabetic  order. 

SPJWH'HKItI  II  M.  II 

6.  Also  in  garistd,  except  when  it  is  accented  on  the  final 
syllable. 

Here  is  another  single  case,  falling  under  rule  2  by  the  sus- 
pension of  one  of  the  restrictions  laid  down  in  that  rule — ^namely, 
that  the  8  be  followed  by  a  vowel.  The  passage  is  utd  ^mtd 
8iiviprah  (iv.6.8* :  O.  omits  suviprah).    The  restriction  as  to  accent 

3.  apipabdah  8vardnvddepakah}:  8akdrdt  pare  tasmint  8vare 
vikrtam  dpanne  'pi  vyanjanatdm  upagate  'pi  sydcT  anu8vdravi- 
dhih*.    yathd:  apor 

*  B.  sakdran-,  ^  W.  and  0.(?)  svdrad.  ^  lacima  in  0.,  fh)m  (antuvdra-)  vidhih 
to  wara  under  the  next  rule. 

4.  ^ca^abdah  srddiahu^  ^kdram  anvddipcUi  *;  etadurtham  eva 
svaravyatyaye*  *pi  ^aJcdragrahariarii  tatrd  ^nte  krtam,  rd:  ity 
evampHrvah  pakdrah  8akdraparo  'nu8vdrdgamam  bJuyate,  yathd*: 
ndr- apadddyartho^  'yarn  drambhah, 

^  W.  fobdasyddishu ;  B.  sacofobdddiahu.  '  W.  B.  ins.  cakdrah.  *  G.  M.  vyak- 
taye;  0.  begins  again  with  vyatyaye.    *  G-.  M.  0.  om.    ^  W.  0.  apaddrtho. 

« 

6.  ^nstd:  ity  €ta8min^  grahane  'nantoddtte*  8akdrapare  blior 

vaty*  anu8vdrdgamah,   uta anantoddtta*  iti  kim:  a^v- 

8rapoha  (xvL2)  iti  prdptdu  8atydrh^  8akdra8ya*  8varaparcUvdr 
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is  intended  to  exclude  dfvasyd  vipastd'  (iv.6.9»:   O.  adds  dod 
yam-). 

^npJHT  n  K  ir 

•s. 

6.  Also  in  d^^an. 

Tet  another  case  belonging  with  those  disposed  of  by  rule  2, 
but  requiring  special  treatment  because  the  pa  m  it  does  not  stand 
"  at  the  beginning  of  a  pada.^^  The  passage  is  abhi  vy  apansan 
(vi6.ll*). 

O.,  in  an  added  paragraph,  brings  forward  the  objection  that,  in 
virtue  of  rule  i62  (which  makes  the  citation  of  any  word  include 
also  the  same  word  with  a  prefixed),  apansan  has  its  n  already 
assured  by  rule  2  ;  but  refutes  it  by  pointing  out  that  the  principle 
appealed  to  has  to  do  only  with  a  pada  or  word,  not  with  a  mere 
fragment  of  one,  like  pa  (compare  rule  10,  below).  It  adds  that 
"  another  reading  is  pan«di/i." 

7.  But  not  in  qasanam  and  vi^asanena. 

These  are  exceptions,  the  only  ones  the  Sanhita  affords,  under 
rule  2.  The  passages  are  ^asaiiam  vdjy  arvd  (iv.6.7*:  O.  ends 
with  v^t)  and  ^no  vi^asanena  (v. 7.23). 

T.  and  O.  have  the  simple  joocfo  ^tsattena^  instead  of  vipasanenn 
(p.  vi'^sanena)  in  the  rule,  and  O.  reads  the  same  in  its  comment. 
This  is  doubtless  an  emendation,  and  makes  a  reading  more  strictly 
in  accordance  with  the  approved  usage  of  the  treatise.  The  com- 
ment has  (especially  in  tne  fourth  chapter)  explained  away  many 
a  like  inaccuracy  by  the  allegation  of  a  phrase  "in  another  gdkkd. 
and  we  might  expect  to  find  added  here  vi  Hi  him:  dpansanene 
Hi  pdkhdfitare. 


bhdve  *pi  nd  ''yam  vidhir  nishidhyatdm  '  iti  grahanam^,    arUcC 

uddJtto  yasya  tad  antoddttam:  ^^nd  ^ntoddUam^*  anantod4Uam: 

tasmin,  ** 

»  0.  aamin.  »  W.  B.  0.  cmtod-.  '  0.  aydd.  *  W.  antod-.  *  G.  M.  om.  •  W.  B. 
fok^.  '  G.  M.  ins.  eva.  ^  B.  padngr-.  •  W.  0.  ante.  <'*>  0.  om.  "  0.  adds  apa- 
dddyariho  . .  .  .  ity  anekindi  (which  belong^  at  the  end  of  the  commeDt  on  rule  6). 

6.  apansann  ity  aamin  graharte  sydd  aNusvdrdgamah.    abhi 
^apadddyartho  'yam  drambhah\ 


'  0.  puts  at  end  of  comment  on  rule  5,  nnd  adds,  partly  there  and  partly  here  (a 
little  amended),  kimartham  idam.  smfohapdfa  (zvi.2)«i^  anendi  ^va  tatnddhdu: 
apy  akdrddi  (i.52)  ^Hviicandi  :  mdi  'vam:  apy  akaradi  'fo'  vacanarh  padasya 
paddvayavah  fc^iibdah  :  faAadnn  iti  pdthdntaram. 

7.  pasanam:   vipasanena\'  ity  etayor  grahanayor*  anusvdrd- 

gamonaaydt.  pas- :  puno ' sr a po ha  {xYi,2)  iti prdptih, 

'  O.  fM-,  as  also  (with  T.)  in  the  rule  itself.    *  0.  om. 
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8.  Md  takes  anusvdra  when  beginning  a  j^arfa  and  unaccented 

All  the  implications  of  rule  2  are  here  cut  off  (as  is  distinctly 
enough  intimated  by  the  express  repetition  of  one  of  them,  padddi), 
and  hence  it  is  to  be  understood  that  the  increment  takes  place 
before  a  8  whether  this  be  or  be  not  followed  by  a  vowel.  The 
examples  .are  dhar  mdnsena  (v.  7.20)  and  mdnspdcant/dh  (iv.6.9*). 
The  restriction  to'the  beginning  of  apada  is  established  by  quot- 
ing ailikamadhyamdsah  (iv.6.7*) ;  that  as  to  the  accent,  by  ma  Bam 
dtkahitdh  aydt  (v. 6.7^:  only  O.  has  sydt). 

So  far  as  I  have  discovered,  this  rule  applies  only  to  forms  and 
combinations  of  mdma^  which  are  not  infrequent  in  the  Sanhita. 
The  four  following  rules  give  it  certain  extensions  and  limitations. 

9.  As  also  when  preceded  by  pu  or  m%  under  all  circum- 
stances. 

The  closing  specification  of  the  rule  amounts  to  a  removal  of  the 
restriction  as  to  accent,  imposed  in  rule  8 — that  as  to  initial  posi- 
tion being  virtually  removed  by  the  prescribed  prefixion  of  pu  or 
mi.  The  examples  quoted  are  ut  pumdnsan  haranti  (vi5.10^:  O. 
omits  haranti^  and  B.  nins  the  two  citations  together,  having 
dropped  out  a  part  of  each)  and  mimdnsante  kdrye  (vi.2.6*).  We 
have  pumdn^am'  again  at  iv.6.6*,  and  other  forms  of  mtmdns  at 
vi.2.6*  and  viL5.7*:  I  haveaioted  no  other  words  as  falling  under 
the  rule. 

H^TFTT^  II  \^  II 

10.  And  when  followed  by  sakdya. 

The  crt,  'and,'  we  are  told,  here  brings  down  md;  and  G.  M. 
add  that  the  intent  of  the  rule  is  to  establish  an  exception  under 

8.  md:  ity  evam^  varnah  padddir  an/udditak  sakdraparo  'nu- 
8vdrdgamam>  b/iajate,    atra  niyam,dbhdvdt  sakdrasya  svaraparor 

tvdbhdve *pi  nimittatvam hhavaty  eva.  yathd^:  ahar .•  mdna- 

padddir  iti  kim,:  sili-. (ifiuddtta  iti  kim:  mdsam 


.«»•—• 


*  G.  AC.  0.  ay  am,    *  0.  om. 

9.  ca^abdo  me  Hi  jUdpayati:  pu:  mi:  ity  evampitrvo  me  Hi  ' 

varnah  sakdraparo  nityam   amisvdrdgamam,  bhajate,    ut- .* 

mim- anuddUatvanivartako*  nitya^bdah, 

•  G.  M.  0.  ins.  ayath.     *  0.  -niyamavydvar'. 
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rule  8 — that  is  to  say,  to  bring  under  that  rule  a  word  which  would 
otherwise  be  excluded  in  virtue  of  the  requisition  "  when  beginning 
a  jt?«<fa."  The  case  is  similar  to  that  about  which  O.  raises  a  ques- 
tion under  rule  6.     The  passage  is  amdnsakdya  svdhd  (vii.5.12*). 

11.  But  not  when  preceded  by  a  former  member  of  a  com- 
pound. 

Or,  'by  a  pause  of  division  (between  the  two  members  of  a 
compound),'  taking  avagraha  in  its  more  original  sense.  W.  B. 
O.  define  the  rule  as  establishing  exceptions  under  rule  8 ;  G.  M., 
which  have  taken  in  this  notification  (less  correctly)  as  part  of  the 
preceding  comment,  say  simply  that  md  is  to  be  understood  as 
miplied  here  by  vicinage.  The  examples  given  are  pHrndmdse 
^?d^  (ii.5.5*:  ().  omits  vdi)  and  ardhamdsi  devd'h  {}\.b.i&^  twice). 
The  words  would  satisfy  all  the  conditions  of  rule  8,  the  separated 
element  -mdse  or  -mdse  being  itself  (by  i.48)  a  pada.  Since  mdnsa 
nowhere  appears  as  the  latter  member  of  a  compound,  this  rule 
exempts  from  the  increment  of  anusvdra  all  the  cases  in  which 
forms  of  mds  or  mdsa  are  found  in  such  a  situation ;  others  are 
the  subject  of  the  next  following  precept. 

^HiyHIHlHIHliHJH    ^ia:^li 

12.  Nor  in  mdsi,  mdsu,  mdsah,  or  mdsdnu 

These  are  words  which,  without  special  exception,  would  fall 
under  rule  8.  The  examples  for  the  last  three  are  dagd^u  masit 
Htlahthan  (vii.o.22),  ahdn  tndsd  ddkshinena  (vi.5.3*:  only  O.  has 
the  last  word),  and  ntdsd'm  prdtiahthitydi  (vii.5.1®):  we  have 
mdsd/i  also  at  vii.5.7',  and  mdsd'm  at  v. 7. 18.  The  first,  mdst^ 
raises  a  difficulty.  Some,  the  commentator  says,  cite  in  illustration 
of  it  pratham^  mdsi  prshthd'ni  (vii.6.3^ :  O.  omits  the  last  word) ; 
but  this  is  wrong ;  for  the  exemption  of  tndai  in  that  passage  is 
assured  by  inile  17,  below:  we  are  to  assume,  then,  the  occurrence 
in  another  text  of  some  word  of  more  than  two  syllables  beginning 

10.  ca^ahdo  meHijfldpayati:  me  Hy  evam^  varnah  sakdyaparo* 
'nusvdrdgamam*  bhajate.    am- * 

*  B.  G.  M.  0.  ayarh.  *  W.  B.  sakdrap-.  *  G.  M.  nityam  anu-.  *  G.  M.  add  md 
padddir  anuddiia  (xvi. 8)  ity  asyd  ^yam  apavddah. 

11.  ^md  padddir  anuddtta  (xvi,8)  ity  asyd  ^yam  apavddah:^ 

avagrahapdrvo  me  ^ty  evam^  varno  nd*  ^nusvdrdgamam  bhajate, 

ycUhd*:  pUrn- :  ardhch avagrahuh  ptlrvo  yasmdd  ^asdv 

woagrahap  drva/t.^ 

(1)  G.  M.  have  this  as  part  of  the  commeDt  od  the  preceding  rule,  and  substitute 
herp  sdnnidhyiin  md  iti  labhyaie.  ^  B.  G.  M.  0.  ayam.  '  B.  oiii.  na.  *  G.  M.  0. 
om.     <^>  G.Usa  tathoktah;  W.  om.  asdv. 
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with  rndsi.  This  interpretation  is,  of  course,  forced  and  false: 
mdafi  is  included  with  the  rest  here  because  it  is  an  example  of  the 
same  cFass  with  them ;  and  the  makers  of  the  treatise,  when  they 
put  it  in,  either  overlooked  or  neglected  the  fact  that  it  falls  tech- 
nically under  rule*  14,  and  so  also  under  rule  17,  establishing 
exceptions  to  14.  We  have  also  masi-mdsiy  more  than  once,  at 
vii.6. 1 «. 

i!.IM>4l(MlM™is^^lMNHlMI«^Hls{(i|c|ls{iy':<l- 
&iiNlsn[JNIHlf5yc||<|MJl{l[^c«|g[f^o||iri[^o||[;^- 

ilf^RiR|o||!JjJiJc|IH^c||  11  ^^  ti 

13.  The  following  words  have  anusvdra  before  s:  hi,  pu^jigd, 
jighd,  chansine,  atansayat,  dtdnsit,  kaniyd,  jydyd,  drdgJiiyd,  ra- 
ghtyd,  ^eyd,  hrasiyd,  vasiyd,  bhicydnsah,  jakshivd,  jaghnivd,  ji- 
givd,  jtgivdj  iasthivd,  dd(^d,  didivd,  papivd^  pipivd,  vidvd,  vivi- 
givd,  git^ruvd,  sasrvd. 

The  commentator's  examples  are  as  follows:  hinath  parame 
vyoman  (iv.2.10="^'^:  O.  omits  vyoman^  and  G.  M.  substitute  md 
hifisfU  tanuvd,  iv.2.3'  et  al.)  and  cinute  ^hinsdydi  (v.2.87 :  O.  omits 

cinute) ;  respecting  this  first  specification,  see  further  below ; 

tena  punai^atih  (ii.5.8*)  and  punaah  putrdn  (iv.6.9*) :  I  have  only 

noted  fiarther  two  cases  oipumah,  at  iL6.5*  and  vi.5.82; lokam 

ajigdnsan  {v.5.5*:  vi.5.8*:  O.  omits  lokam) :  elsewhere  only  at  iii. 
2.2^; tvashtdram  ajighdman  (vi.6.8*)  :  the  text  presents  four- 
teen other  cases  oi  jighdm; brdhmandchansine  (i.8.18):  the 

only  case:  a  counter-example  (but  O.  omits  all  the  counter-ex- 
amples), pra  yuchasy  uhhe  ni  pdsi  (i.4.22),  shows  the  necessity 

of  includmg  in  the  citation  the  w€  of  chansine; gabhe  mtiahtim 

atuKaayai  (vii.4.19*),  with  a  counter-example,  atasam  na  gushkam 

(i2.14*),  to  explain  the  citation  of  the  whole  word  atamayat ; 

anvdtdn^t  tvayi  (iv.7.13^ :  O.  omits  tvayi),  with  rmw  vrdtdsas  tava 

(iv.6.7^),  to  prove  the  need  of  the  final  it; kajiiydnao  devdh 

(v.3.11*):  the  text  offers  half-a-dozen  cases  of  this  comparative, 
and  about  the  same  number  of  the  next ; -jydydnao  bhrdtarah 


12.  ^cakdro  nishedhdkarahakah} :  mdsi ity  eteshu  graha- 

neshu  na  sydd  anuavdrdgatnah.   eshdm  apt  nid  padddir  (xvi.8) 

Ui  prdptih,    kecid  atra  pratJir ity  uddharant^:  tad  asddhu : 

na  pade  dvisvare  7iityam*  (xvi.l7)  ity  anendi  '*va  nishedha- 
aiddheh*:  tasmdd  anya^dkhdydm^  bahusvaram  aparam*  uddhara- 
nam  avadhdrantyam.    dapasu ;  shan .•  mdsdm 

<*)  0.  om.    «  W.  -ranarh.     »  W.  0.  n;  G.  M.  om.    *  W.  -dham  siddhah;  B.  -dhah 
Btddhak.     *  G.  M.  unyasydm  f-.     •  B.  G.  M.  param;  0.  om. 
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(ii.6.6 '  et  al.) ; drdghtydnsdu  bhavcUah  (v.2.6  *) :  the  only  case ; 

atho  raghlydnsdh  (vii.4.9):  also  the  only  ease; -pra  ^e- 

ydnsam  (ii.4.1* :  but  O,  substitutes  the  only  other  case,  ^eydmam 

pdptydrij  v.1.23) ; atha  hrasiydnsam  dkramanam  (vi.O.i*:  but 

G.  M.  O.  omit  the  last  word,  thus  allowing  the '  citation  to  include 

'  also  the  only  other  case,  found  in  the  same  division) ; vasty dn- 

earn  hhdgaaheyena  (v.4.10*) :  tliere  are  two  or  three  further  cases ; 

hhdydnso  *nyebhyah  (vii.1.1*),  with  annddo  hhHydsam  (16.2^ 

et  al.)  as  counter-example,  proving  that  the  final  h  had  to  be  cited 
with  the  rest  of  the  word :  there  are  seven  other  cases  of  bhUydm 

in  the  text ; jakshivdnsah  papivdnsah  (i.4,44* :  O.   omits  the 

last  word) :  the  only  case ; vrtram  jaghnivdnsam  wrdho  'hhi 

(iL5.3>:  W.  B.  omit  the  first  word,  O,  the  first  and  last;  G.  M. 
have  only  the  first  two,  which  are  read  also  at  ii.5.4^) :  I  have  noted 
the  word  besides  only  at  ill.lO^  three  times,  with  the  negative 

prefix; vdjam  jigivdmah  (L7.R*):  the  only  case; for  jlgivd 

IS  found  only  a  case  "  in  another  ^dkhd^^'^  namely  jigivdmaaya  (so 
W.  G.  M.,  tnough  the  word  is  not  grammatically  admissible;  O. 
has  jigivdnsamydma  [i.  e.  -nsah  sydma  .^] ;  B.  is  corrupt,  running 
the  previous  citation  and  this  together  into  vdjam  jigivdnawm  iti 

fdkhdntare)  ; dyumnd  tasthivdnso  jandndm  (i.2. 14*:  O.  alone 

has  the  last  word) :  there  is  one  other  case,  at  iv,2.22 ; dd^vdnso 

dd^shah  sutani  (i.4.  U5:  O.  alone  has  sutam):  another  case  at  iL 

2. 1 2  8 ; ^ucayo  didivdnsam  (ii.5. 12*):  another  case  at  L 2. 1 4 * ; 

papivdnsa^  ca  ?n'p?.'e  (14.44*):  the  only  case; pipivdnsari 

aarasvatah  (iill.ll*:  O.  has  -tas  trayah^  probably  corrupt  for  -ta 
atanam,  as  the  text  reads) :  the  only  case ; — vidvdnao  vdi  purd 
hotdrah  (ii.S.ll  *** :  only  O.  has  the  last  two  words)  and  avidvdnsa^ 
cakrma  (iv.7.15®:  O.  begins  vi^htdvid-^  by  mutilation  of  the  pre- 
ceding word  in  the  passage) :  the  Sanhita  has  over  thirty  cases  of 

vidvdna; pravivi^ivdnsam    tniahe  (iv.7.16*); ya>c  chupru- 

vdnsah  (ii.5.9*  twice):  there  is  another  case  at  v.3.4*; and, 

finally,  vdjan  sasrvdmah  fl7.8*). 

After  the  second  example  (ahinsdydi),  G.  M.  insert  the  remark 
that  it  is  brought  under  the  present  rule  by  the  principle  of  "  pre- 
fixion  of  a"  (i.62).     This  is  wrong,  being  inconsistent  with  the 

13.  ^hi '  ity  evampdrvaJi  aakdraparo  ' nusvdrdgamd^  bha- 

vati*.   yathd*:  hinsth ;  cin- .'  *  tena :  punaah .* 

lokam .•  tvasht- .*  brdhm- .*  ^naiti  kim:  pra ;* 

gabhe .*  ''y ad  iti  kim:  atasam ;'  anv- ;  Hd  iti  kim: 

anil ;*  kan- ;  jydy- .*  drdgh- .*  atho ;  pra 

;  atha ;  vast- ;  bhUty- ;  ^visargena  kim:  ann- 

:*  jakah' .*   vrtraih .'   vdjam :  jigivdn^tsye  Hi 

pdkhdrUare:    dyum- ;    ^^ddpv- :    pucayo ;    papiv- 

;   ptpiv' .*'"    vidv' ;   avid- .*   pravi- .*   yac 

:  vdjan "   ddpvdv ivi^vdpupruve^^  Hy  atra  srddishu 

cdi  ^kapada  (xv.4)  iti prdptyd  pakdraparo  'nusvdrdgam(ih  kim 
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exposition  given  under  rule  2  (see  note  on  that  rule)  of  the  reason 
why  hi  was  not  there  included :  hi  here  is  meant  not  as  initial 
only,  but  wherever  found  in  a  word.  Since,  however,  it  is  only  in 
this  one  word  that  him-  occurs  otherwise  than  as  initial,  it  would 
seem  better  to  have  disposed  of  the  single  case  as  of  those  which 
form  the  subject  of  rules  6  and  10,  and  to  put  hi  into  2,  where  it 
would  look  much  more  at  home  than  here  at  the  head  of  a  troop  of 
perfect  participles  and  comparatives.  And  why  pu  was  not  put 
into  rule  2  without  any  ceremony,  I  cannot  see  at  all ;  unless  I 
have  overlooked  some  case  or  cases  of  its  occurrence,  puna  is  inva- 
riably initial 

The  commentator  raises  the  question  why  rule  xv.4  does  not 
require  us  to  insert  an  anusvdra  before  the  p  of  ddpvd,  vivipivdy 
and  pwprMvd,  since  these  too  are  srddayah;  and  he  makes  answer 
that  it  is  because  the  restriction  conveyed  in  xvi  1  is  still  in  force. 
But  in  that  case,  he  goes  on  to  say,  is  there  not  a  nasal  increment 
before  the  s  of  hrastyd^  vasty d^  tasthivd^  and  aasrvdf  The  answer 
to  this  objection  is  twofold.  First,  the  competency  of  the  citation 
is  pleaded — that  is  to  say,  the  words  being  read  in  the  rule  itself 
without  nasal,  that  is  to  be  understood  as  their  authoritative  form 
(compare  under  rule  19,  where  this  plea  leads  to  a  further  discus- 
sion). Secondly,  the  words  in  question  being  found  associated 
with  dtdnsU^  kantyd^jydydy  and  so  on,  all  of  which  show  the  anus- 
vdra to  follow  a  long  vowel,  we  are  to  infer  that  in  the  others  also 
it  does  not  follow  a  short  vowel.  The  first  of  these  answers  is  not 
such  as  is  wont  to  be  pleaded  in  this  treatise,  and  the  second  is  evi- 
dently very  weak :  I  should  almost  prefer  to  assume  that  the  diffi- 
culty was  not  remarked  by  the  authors  of  the  treatise,  and  that 
the  commentators  who  have  discovered  it  have  been  forced  to  make 
the  best  excuse  they  could  for  it. 

A  more  serious  objection  to  the  rule,  it  seems  to  me,  is  that  it 
mixes  together  cases  of  two  different  classes — those  in  which 
{chansine  etc.)  the  nasal  appears  in  the  word  itself  as  cited,  and 
those  in  which  it  is  to  be  added  before  a  following  s.  Of  this, 
however,  the  comment  takes  no  notice. 

na  sydt,    at  ha  sakdrapard'*  (xvLl)  ity  Hahmavi^hasya^*  sor 

kdrasyd  ^nuvrttir^*  iti  vaddmah.    tar  hi  hroMydvastydtasthivdsa- 

srve  Hy  aira  ^^aakdrapara  evd  ^''gamah^*  kirn  na  sydt.    uccdrana- 

admarthydd  eve  Hy  prathamah}''  parihdrah.    atha  vd  :  dtdnsttka- 

ntydjydye  ^tyddishu  sarvatra  dirghdnantaram  evd  ^miavdrasthd- 

nam}*  iti  sdhacarydd^^  atrd  ''pi  na  sydd  antisvdraaya  hrasvdnan- 

tarairi}^  sthdnam  ity^^  aparah  parihdrah, 

<')  B.  om.  *  0.  'Vnam.  '  G.  M.  aydt;  0.  hhajaJU,  *  0.  om.  *  G.  M.  ins.  apy 
akdrddi  (i.52)  prdptih.  («)  0.  om.  <^  0.  om.  (»)  0.  om.  <^  0.  om.  OO)  G.  M. 
cm.  "  G.  M.  ins.  nanu.  **  0.  vidvdvimfivdaufrtuhdsasfve.  "  W.  om.  pard;  G. 
M.  -para.  "  G.  M.  -shanasya.  ^  G.  M.  0.  -iter.  <'•)  W.  makdrasyd  ^^gamah ;  0. 
...  evd  'nuavdrdg-.  "  G.  M.  -ma.  »«  W.  -svdrah.  '»  G.  M  0.  tatsdhr.  »  W.  G. 
M.  hrawdiU'.    «'  W.  iti  'ty. 
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14.  The  vowels  d^  t,  and  ii  have  anusvdra^  when  they  are  fol- 
lowed by  81  or  shi  final. 

This  rule,  of  course,  applies  to  the  nominative,  accusative,  and 
vocative  plural  of  neuters  ni  ow,  i«,  and  us.  The  illustrative  exam- 
ples are  vaydnai  pakvagandhena  (v. 7.23),  tamdnsi  gHhaidm  aja- 
shtd  (i.8.22*:  only  O.  has  ajushtd)^  da^rx  havtmhi  (viL5.14*),  jyo- 
tvhahi  kutrute  (v.4.1*:  O.  omits),  agna  dydrishi  (13.14^  et  al.),  and 
avabhrthayajtlfisht  juhoti  (vi.6.3':  U.  M.  omit  juhott).  To  show 
that  the  si  or  shi  must  be  final,  are  quoted  tasmdd  vdsishtho  brahmd 
(iii.6.2»:  only  G.  M.  have  brahvid)^  and  manishino  mancLsd  (iv.6. 
2*:  O.  omits  manctsd).  To  show  that  the  preceding  vowel  must 
be  long,  we  have  yaJtkd  ^nasi  yukta  ddhiyate  (v.4.102:  only  G.  M. 
have  the  last  word),^yo^w  tvdjyotishi  (i.i.lO^),  and  dyushi  durone 
(L2.I43) .  and,  finally,  to  show  that  no  other  vowel  than  i  after  the 
s  or  sh  calls  out  the  increment,  prqjdsv  eva  prajdtdsu  (V\A,\^)^ 
oshadhishu  {iii5.6*  et  al.),  and  tanHshu  hnddham  (L8.22*). 

The  last  six  counter-examples  are  omitted  in  O.,  which  adds  at 
the  end  the  obvious  remark  that,  as  si  and  shi  are  here  indicated 
as  occasions  of  the  preceding  anitsvdra,  that  value  no  longer 
belongs  to  s  merely — that  is  to  say,  the  force  of  the  heading  given 
in  rule  1  is  henceforth  at  an  end. 

fgfcR^    ^  II  ^H  II 

15.  Even  when  the  i  is  altered 

That  the  i  of  the  ending  si  or  shi  is  here  aimed  at  is  in  the  nature 
of  the  case  obvious  enough,  but  not  at  all  distinctly  intimated  by 
the  terms  of  the  rule.  The  commentator  quotes  in  illustration 
chanddnsy  upa  dadhdti  (v.3.8»'*),  havinshy  d  sddayet  (L6.10^), 
and  tapdnshy  agnejuhvd  (L2.14>:  G.  M.  omit  jiihvd), 

]  4.  sishipard  dkdrekdrokdrds  tayoh  sishyoh  paddntayoh  sator 

anusvdrdgamam  bhc0ante\    yathd^:  vay- .'  tam- ;  da^a 

;  ^jyot- ;*  agna ;  avahh- paddntayor* iti kim: 

tasmdd ;   mant' .    *dkdrekdrokdrd  iti  dtrghena*  kim: 

yathd ;  jyotis .*  dyushi sisht  Hy*  atre  ^kdrena 

kim:  praj- ;  osh- ;  tan- * 

»  MSS.  i'cUe.  *  0.  om.  ^  0.  om.  *  0.  -to.  <^)  G.  M.  dirghdih;  0.  om..  with  all 
that  follows.  *  W.  B.  ity.  ^  0.  adds  sishiparanimittayor  nidefdt  aakdraaya  para' 
nimitiaiva  bhati.  ^ 

16.  api^ahddnvddishte^  sishyor  ikdre  vikrte  'pi  yakdram  dpanne 
*pi  bhavaty  anusvdrdgafnah,    yathd'':    chandr ;  hav- ; 

^«/^ 

»  W.  B.  0.  -bdonv-;  G.  M.  -bdend  'nv-.    «  G.  M.  0.  om. 
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*IHI*l(l    ^^  HfspTFT  n  H II 

16.  According  to  SSmkrtya,  the  vowel,  except  <J,  is  short. 

That  is  to  say,  the  two  vowels  t  and  H^  to  which  alone  reference 
has  heen  made  above,  become  short  in  the  cases  here  referred  to : 
for  example,  in  havimhi  bhavanti  (v.6.1  ^  et  al. :  O.  omits  hhavanti) 
and  BamishtayqjiXnahi  jahoti  (vi.6.2 ' :  G.  M.  O.  ovDLitjuhoti)^  where 
S&mkrtya  would  read  havimhi  and  yajunahi^  while  in  vaydnsi  (v. 
7.23  et  al. :  O.  omits)  he  would  admit  the  long  vowel. 

A  curious  case  of  dissent  upon  a  point  in  grammar  which  we 
have  not  been  accustomed  to  regard  as  open  to  any  difference  of 
opinion.     The  rule  is,  naturally  enough,  pronounced  unapproved. 

G.  M.  add  ca  to  the  rule,  after  sdmkrtyasya, 

^   ^\    fe^    [Hr^^^  II  \^  II 

17.  Not,  under  any  circumstances,  in  a  dissyllabic  word. 

This  is  a  rule  prescribing  exceptions  under  rule  14 ;  the  addition 
nityam^  *  under  any  circumstances,'  confirms  its  application  to 
words  ending  m  si  or  ahi  after  d,  C,  or  iX  which  would  otherwise 
fell  under  any  other  rule  prescribing  the  increment. 

Examples  under  rule  14  alone  are  first  quoted,  namely  stuto  ydsi 
vapdn  anu  (i.8.5* :  G.  M.  O.  end  with  ydsi)  and  ydsi  aUtah  {iii.6. 
5^:  G.  M.  have  dropped  out  ydsi).  Then,  as  a  case  also  under 
rule  2,  we  have  vidhatah  pdai  nu  tmand  (i3.14*);  and,  as  one 
under  rule  8,  prathame  mdsi  prahthdni  (vii.6.3' :  G.  M.  omit  the 
last  word),  which  has  been  already  made  the  subject  of  discussion 
under  rule  12,  above.  The  force  of  the  nityam  does  not  go  so  far 
as  to  prohibit  an  anusvdra  in  every  dissyllabic  word  before  at,  what- 

16.  dkdrdd  anyo  'ndkdrah :  tkdra  Hkdra^  ce  Hy  arthah :  tayor 
eva  prakrtatvdt    sdmkrtyasya  mata  tkdra  Hkdrap  ca  hrasvam 

dpadyate.    yathd\*    hav- .*    satnr *andkd/ra    iti    Mm: 

vaydnsi,^ 

ne  ''dam  sUtram  ishtam, 

»  0.  om.    <«>  0.  om. 

17.  dvisvare^  pads  vartamdnd^  dJcdrekdrokdrdh*  paddntasishi- 
pard*  nd*  ^nusvdrdgamam  ^  bhajante,    yathd\'  stuto .*  *ydsi 

nitya^abdah    prdptyantarapratishedhdrthah :    vidhatah 

;•  *8ra^oha^^  (xvi2)  iti  prdptih:  prathame .•  md  pa- 

dddir^^  (xvi.8)  iti  prdptih.    dvdu  svardu  yasmin  "  vidyete  tad 

dvisvaram:  tasmifi.' 

'  0.  dvUviuV'.  »  G.  M.  -«a.  ^  G  U.  dkdrah  iUrah ;  0.  dkdraiiUrdh.  *  G.  M. 
•nUu  aiahiparo;  0.  -ntd  si-.  ^  6.  om. ;  G.  M.  nityan  nd.  *  B.  ins.  na;  0.  ins. 
nitynm.  '  G.  M.  0.  oih.  («)  W.  om.  c»)  B.  om.  *<>  0.  -hapd^a  padddaya.  "  0. 
'dir  ijds.    ^*  Q.  M.  ins.  pade. 
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ever  vowel  precedes,  or  it  would  include  hanai  also,  and  possibly 
other  cases. 

18.  Nor  in  rjishi,  jig^h  jighdsi,  ajdsi,  yajdsi,  daddsi,  dadhdsi, 
and  vartaydsi 

These  are  verbal  forms  which  need  to  be  excepted  under  rule 
14,  and  which,  as  containing  more  than  two  syllables,  are  not 
reached  by  rule  17.  The  passages  in  which  they  occur  are  quoted 
by  the  commentary,  as  follows:  tena  tjishi  sarvdni  (iii.2.2*:  only 
O.  has  sarvdni),  dchd  jigd8ii}y,2A^\  d  tvam  ajdsi  garhhadham 
(viL4.19'),  havishd  yajday  agne  brhat  (iilo.ll*  etaL:  O.  omits 
the  last  two  words),  ydbhir  daddsi  dd^ushe  (iil.3.11*:  G.  M.  omit 
ddpishe)^  dadhdsi  ddytishe  have  (iv.2.7^),  and  apvam  d  vairtaydH 
nah  (viL4.20).  Yajdsi  I  have  noted  in  two  or  three  other  pas- 
sages ;  if  the  rest  occur  elsewhere,  I  have  overlooked  them.  This 
leaves  unaccounted  for  jighdsi,  which  is  declared  to  occur  "  in 
another  text,"  in  the  psisssige  prathaf/tejighdsi. 

II  '^^  II 

19.  In  dansandbhyahy  dansobhih^  dan.sam^  iTshadancah^  dan- 
gukd,  and  dansktrdbhydm,  anus  vara  is  taken  in  the  latter  place. 

The  commentator's  citations  are  vdipvdnarasya  damandbhyah 
(16.11  *);  sajoshdv  a^vind  damobhih  {x. 6 A ^)y  to  which  is  added 
as  counter-example,  proving  the  need  of  the  -bhih,  yushmdko  'Vi  ri- 
pddasah  (iv.3.13®:  O.  has  only  the  last  word,  and  G.  ISL  begin 

18.  *  cakdro  nishedkdkarshaJcah :  rjishiprahhrtishu*  grahane- 
shu*  nd  '^nttscdrdgamah  sydt:  dkdrekdrokdrd  (xvLl4)  Uiprdp- 
tih.    bahaavarcUvdd^   eshu*  ptlrvastttranishedo*   na  sidhyati  Hy 

atrW  ^yam  drambhrth,    yathd*:  tena ;  achd .*  jighdsV 

Hi  pdkhdntare:    ^""prathame  jighdat   7?*".-    d ."    havishd 

;  ydbhir ;  dadhdsi ;  agvam 

*  0.  ins.  an  enumeratioD  of  the  words  in  the  rule.  *  G.  M.  -rU.  *  0.  om.  *  G. 
M.  -rddi,  *  B.  esha;  G.  M.  om.  •  G.  M.  -tre  nt-;  W.  B.  -dhdn.  '  0.  om.  akra, 
«  G.  M.  0.  om.  »  G.  M.  -dhsi.  <'<»)  0.  om. ;  W.  prathame (as  beiug  illegi- 
ble in  the  MS.  from  which  the  copy  was  made) ;  B.  -ghdscUi. 

19.  *  dansandbhya  ityddishu*  grahan^hu  para  evd  ^nusvdrd- 

gasno  bhavcUi^.    yathd*:    vdipv- ;   saj- .•  bhir  iti  kim: 

ynshmr ;   *  purud- ;  vrs?i- .•  pa^iXn ;  danshr 

danse  '(y  etdvatdi  ^vd  ^lam :  kim  akhiiapadap4thena\  kur- 
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with  ijUi)\  purudauHuu  sunlm  (iv.2.4^) ;  vrslmduu^ijis  tt  dhdtuh 
(v.5.12):  there  is  another  case  at  v.6.21 ;  pa^iln  d<in^fukdli  syur 
yad  vishObcinam  (v. 2. 9®  :  O.  omits  the  first  word,  and  it  alone  has 
the  last  two);  and  danshtrdbhydm  malimliln  (\\. I. iO^):  there  is 
another  case  at  v. 7.11.  To  the  objection  that  the  citation  in  the 
rule  of  dansa  simply  might  have  saved  the  rehearsal  of  whole 
words  [in  a  part  of  the  cases  trivenj,  the  commentator  replies  by 
quoting  kurvnto  me  mo  ^pa  dasat  (i.6.33  et  al.)  as  an  exam])le  of 
cases  which  need  to  be  excluded.  The  addition  of  parah^  '  in  the 
latter  place,'  is  because  i^rshadan^a/i  contains  two  places  at  which, 
by  XV.4,  the  anusvdra  would  otherwise  require  to  be  inserted. 

This  last  point,  however,  does  not  ])a8s  (except  in  O.)  without 
farther  question  and  discussion.  The  objection  is  raised  that  the 
mere  citation  of  vrshndaJwa  without  anusvdrc  before  the  former 
sibilant  is  enough  to  settle  its  rea.ding,  according  to  the  same 
principle  that  was  appealed  to  under  rule  13,  for  hraslyd^  vnslyd^ 
and  so  on.  This  is  undeniable ;  and  the  only  real  answer  to  be 
made  is  that  there  was  no  harm  in  adding  para  here,  to  make  the 
matter  sure,  while  it  could  not  have  been  employed  in  rule  13 
without  occasioning  a  great  deal  of  additional  trouble.  The  com- 
mentator, however,  prefers  to  have  recourse  to  a  plea  of  exception- 
ally puerile  character.  In  xv.4  (the  rule  here  in  force),  he  says, 
the  spirants  in  general  are  implied,  but  in  xvi.l  (in  force  at  nile 
13)  a  special  spirant,  s;  and  it  is  an  acknowledged  pnnciple  that, 
as  between  a  generality  and  a  specification,  the  specification  is  the 
more  powerful.     That  being  the  case,  the  putting  down  of  that 


\jaio itydddu  nid  hhiid  Iti.    ^para  tti  kim:  vrshadan^a  ity 

atra^  athdnadvaye  *pi  s  radish  u  c  d  l  ''k  a  pad  a  (xv.4)  iti  prdptdu 
satydm  pdrvatra*  md  bhdd  iti,  nanu  gr  a  kanaka  trmrthydd  evd 
^nusvdra//^  pdrvatra  na  bhavati:  yathd  hrastydvasiyd  (xvi. 
13)  itydddu  grahanasdrnarthydd^^  upapdditam,  7idi  '«//«  doshah  : 
srddishu  cdi  ''kapada  [xyA)  ity  atro'''^8hrna8dnidnyam  uktant: 
atha  sakdrapard  (xvi.l)  ity  atra  tu  tadvigesha  uktah:  sdutd- 
nyavi^eshiiyor  vi^esho  balavdn  iti  nydyah:  tathd  sati  ^^baktvad- 
bddhanam^*  eva  bhdshanam  ^*na  tu^*  durbalabddhanam^''  itV^ 
tatrdi  '*va  grahanasdmarthyaiW*  samarthaniyam :  na  tr  atra^^ 
dtirbalasthdne :  tathd  '/>e'V  *"  adhikah^^  putmdio  virodhinam^^ 
adhikam  eva  bddhate  bhi)shanati}dt :  na  tu  kaddoid  alpabalam*'^ : 
UP*  para^abdiiprayoga^*^  upapadyate? 

'  0.  prefixes  a  separate  rehearsal  of  the  words  in  the  rule.  ^  (t.  M.  -di.  ^  G.  M. 
tyai.  *  in  W.  only.  *  0.  ins.  iiy  atrd  ^py  akdradi  (i.-')2)  iti  va^canad  anuAvdrd- 
gamah  aydi  :  tan  md  hhud  Hi.  *  6.  M.  -thanena.  ^"'^  O.  om.  "*  W.  ava.  ®  W.  -rva. 
'•  B.  -rdgamah.  "  W.  admarthydgrahannm.  <''^)  W.  baiavatiyam  eva  hhushanarn  : 
vdcUianam  eva  hhushanamfi  na  tu  durbalam  iti  bddhanti.  '^  G.  M.  'Vatsddh-;  B. 
'dham.  <*"•)  G.  M.  om.  "*  G.  M.  -lasddhanaiit  na  sddhv.  '*  \V.  -nam  eva  sdmar- 
thyant;  B.  -rthya,  "  B.  arth<i.  "^  G.  M.  hi.  '»  G.  M.  ins.  toke.  *-^'  W.  ddh- ;  G. 
M.  -to.     "  W.  -dhanam.     ^  W.  B.  apy  alpam.     "  B.  iti  7/.     "^^  W.  B.  atra  ^abd-. 
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which  is  powei-ful,  not  of  that  which  is  weak,  is  honorific ;  hence, 
the  competency  ot*  the  citation  was  to  be  insisted  on  in  the  former 
rule,  but  not  here,  in  a  weak  position.  Moreover,  a  superior  man 
puts  down,  for  honor's  sake,  a  mighty  opponent,  but  never  a  weak 
one.  Therefore,  the  use  of  the  word  para  here  is  right  and  proper ! 
All  the  MSS.  except  B.  (and  G.  M.,  which  have  a  slight  lacuna, 
involving  the  word)  read  daTiaan  instead  of  danaam  in  the  rule. 

'T^S^R^f^^T^s^^  II  ^,0  II 

20.  Also  in  mafisye,  mansat&i,  yafisad,  yafisan,  va^atCj  and 
vansagah. 

The  commentator  quotes  as  follows :  pagHn  nd  '*hhi  manaya  iti 
(iii.1.9®),  anu  ndu  ^ra  mamatdi  hhadrd  indra»ya  rdtayah  (vii.4. 
15 :  O.  alone  has  the  first  two  words,  B.  alone  the  last  one),  ^oci- 
shd  yamad  vi^vam  ny  atrinam  (iv.6.1*:  G.  M.  O.  omit  ^ocishd), 
ishuvah  ^arina  yansan  (iv.6.6*),  agnir  no  vansate  rayim  (iv.6.1*j, 
and  tigma^rigo  na  vamagaJi  (ii.6.11*).  The  words  here  dealt 
with  occur  only  in  the  passages  quoted,  except  yansat,  which  is 
found  also  at  iv.l.ll^;  7.14^.  To  the  objection  that  it  would  have 
been  enough  to  give  mam,  yam,  and  vans  (the  MSS.  leave  it 
doubtful  whether  these  are  the  precise  forms  suggested)  in  the 
rule,  instead  of  citing  whole  words,  the  commentator  replies  by 
giving  the  counter-examples  tUtamasyd  ^va  dyati  (viS.lO*),  yasva 
hhilydmo  yajnakratavan  (iii.1.7^),  and  adya  vasu  vasati  (ii.6.3';. 

21.  Also  in  vangarn,  after  ut  or  na. 

The  passages  are  ud  van^m  itm  yemire  (1.6.12^:  W.  has 
dropped  out  yemire,  along  with  all  the  rest  of  the  comment)  and 
prdcinavanpam  karoH  (viAA^  twice).  A  counter-example,  with 
a  different  preceding  word,  is  brahm^avarcasy  eva  b/iuvati  vaQam 
vd  eshff  carati  (ii.1.7^:  only  O.  has  the  first  two  words,  and  it 
omits  the  last  two). 

20.  ^  m.amya  ityddishu*  sydd  anusodrdgamah,   yathd*:  pa^an 

;    anu ;    poo- ;   ishavah .•    agnir ;    tigm- 

^mans:  yam:  vans:*  ity  etdvatdi  ^vd  ^lam:  kim  akhilor 

padapdthena:  utt- .*  yasya ;  adya itydddu md  bhild 

iti, 

'  0.  prefixes  a  separate  rehearsal  of  the  words  in  the  rule.  ^  B.  'di.  •  G.  M.  0. 
om.  <*>  W.  hhadraya^;  B.  samaiir  yams  vatiis;  G.  M.  ma7h9a  :  yarhsa  :  vanisa; 
O.  maflse  :  yafise  :  va^se. 

21.  ut\'  na:  ity  evampHrve*  vanpam.  ity  asmin  grahane  sydd 

anusvdrdgamah.     ud .•     *prd' ^evampHrva    iti*    kim: 

hrahm- ' 

^  0.  uAayatebhrat,    *  W. -nw;  B. -rtw.    O  W.  on.    <^0.  tmwe'li 
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22.  Also  in  akrafista,  kransyate^  rwHsyate^  and  hhranqate. 

The  passages  are  dydrh  v<j\jy  d  "^kramta  (viL6.19'),  utkranayqte 
9vdhd  (viLl.193),  uparansyate  svdhd  (vii.1.19*:  B.  O.  omit),  and 
nd  ^smdd  rdshtram  bhranpftte  (v.  7.4*:  O.  omits  the  first  two 
words) ;  bhr annate  occurs  also  at  L 6.11  *  twice. 

G.  M.  read  utkraridyate  for  kransyate  in  the  rule. 

^;^  ^  II  ^%  II 

23.  And  also  in  ratUiydi. 

The  only  passage  VApdahno  ranhydi  (13.10^).  The  significance 
of  the  ca,  '  and,'  which  is  here  out  of  its  proper  place,  will  be  given, 
we  are  told,  under  the  next  rule. 

^■^   6^\k^\    f^FTTrT:  11:^^11 

24  The  d%  according  to  Ukhya,  is  excessiva 

That  is  to  say,  according  to  the  commentator,  the  di  oi  the  word 
rafihj/di,  here  brought  foi-ward  by  the  ca, '  and,'  which  is  read  in 
the  preceding  rule.  Nitdnta^ '  excessive,'  is  explained  as  signify- 
ing '  uttered  with  more  violent  effort.'  The  whole  business  is  a 
very  queer  one — Ukhya's  opinion  itself,  its  introduction  here  at  a 
place  where  it  is  entirely  impertinent,  and  the  bit  of  interpretation 
whereby  it  is  worked  into  the  connection. 

26.  Also  in  t;/,  ri,  and  tri^  in  numerals,  except  in  su. 

22.  ^akranate    ^tyddishu    sydd   anttsvdrdgamah\    dydm .• 

utkr- ;  ^upor .*'  nd 

0)  0.  substitutes  a  separate  rehearsal  of  the  words  m  the  nile  (except  the  last), 
and  eteahu  grahaneahv  anusvdrdgarno  bhavati.    ^  B.  0.  om. 

23.  rarUiyd  ity  asmin  grahatje  aydd  anusvdrdgamah,    p'Oshno 

cakdrasya  ^vyatihdrend  ^nvaya^   vttaraMtre  prayqjanani 

Hcyate. 

(*)  G.  M.  vyavahdrdd  anvaydd. 

24.  rarihyd  ity  aantM  grahane  pHrvasdiraathacakdraaamar' 
pita^  dikdro  nitdnto  bhavati  Hy*  tikhyasya*  mate^.  nitdntaa  ttvra- 
taraprayatna  ity  arthah, 

ndi  '*tan  matatn  ishtam, 

*  G.  M.  om.  *  B.  'trasya  cak-;  0.  -treprayosthcuMk- ;  G.  M.  -pite.  *  G.  M.  om. 
iU.    *  W.  ukhya;  0.  ukhyasya  "cdryasya.    ^  0.  -ifuh. 
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The  syllable  su  is  here,  the  commentator  tells  us,  the  ending  of 
the  locative  case,  just  as  ah  (at  i.23)  is  used  as  representing  the 
nominative  case.  This  remark  is  called  for,  because  (see  the  exam- 
ple below)  the  actual  form  in  which  the  syllable  appears  in  the 
cases  aimed  at  is  shu.  We  have  a  right  to  De  surprised  at  finding 
it  given  as  su  in  the  rule ;  and  perhaps,  also,  to  conjecture  that 
aamkhydsu  was  originally  simply  the  locative  plural  of  samkhyd, 
and  that  the  other  value  was  interpreted  into  it  when  the  cases 
calling  for  exception  were  noticed. 

The  quoted  examples  are  vin^ydi  svdhd  (vii.2.13  et  aL:  O. 
omits),  yad  vin^tlr  dve  tena  vir(jljdu  (v.3.3® :  G.  M.  omit  the  last 
two  words,  O.  the  last  three),  catvdrin^ate  svdhd  (vii.2.17 :  G.  M. 
O.  omit  svdhd;  B.  has  dropped  out  -te  svdhd,  the  next  example, 
and  the  first  word  of  the  next  but  one),  triii^ite  svdhd  (vii.2.17: 
O.  omits  st^dhd),  and  triri^at  trayap  ca  (i.4.11*);  there  are  other 
cases,  which  I  have  not  taken  the  trouble  to  collect.  The  inclusion 
of  tri  in  the  rule,  the  commentator  says,  is  for  the  sake  of  greater 
plainness,  since  W,  of  course,  involves  tri  also ;  it  is  to  be  compared 
with  the  inclusion  of  the  v  of  vdghd  in  rule  vii.l3.  Begging  the 
commentator's  pardon,  however,  the  two  cases  are  not  at  all  analo- 
gous ;  and  the  citation  of  tri  and  ri  together  must  be  esteemed  an 
oversight,  and  an  oifense  against  the  law  of  economy  of  expression, 
obligatory  in  the  «^^^ra-style.  The  need  of  restriction  to  numerals 
is  illustrated  by  vi^jandya  (iL5.12®),«a  rishah  pdtu  iiaJctam  ^i.2. 
14^  et  al. :  G.  M.  O.  omit  naktam),  and  trishtubhdi  ^vd  ^sindi  (iL5. 
10 '  et  al.).  Finally,  the  specification  " not  before  su^\  is  established 
by  trishv  d  rocafie  divnh  (iv.2.4*  et  al. :  O.  omits  divah) ;  if  there 
is  another  case  of  this  kind,  I  have  failed  to  note  it. 

There  is  yet  another  word,  trishdhasrah  (v.6.8^;  p.  tri-sdhasrah), 
which  would  properly  fall  under  this  nile,  but  is  exempted  by  a 
pregnant  interpretation  of  the  word  ekapdde  in  xv.4  (see  the  note 
to  that  rule). 

25.  vi:  ri:  tri:  '  evatnpiirva  dshmaparo*  ^nusvdrdganicih* 
sydt :  ebhir  yadi*  saihkhyo  '^cyate'':  asu*  supabdam  vorjayitvd,  su' 
saptami  vihhaktir  uktd :  yathd  ^hkdrah*  prathamdvibhaktyupaht' 
kshanam*:  vin- ;  ynd .*  cntv- .*'"  trin- .**"  tr in- 
pat trif/rahoufdh  vispashtdrthnm :  yato^^  viri  samkhyd  ''sr^ 

ity^*  etdratdi  ^rd  '*lam:  yathd  vdghdshapurva  (vii.l3)  ity  cUra 

vakdro   vispashtdrthah,    sarhkhye   ^ti   kim :    ripe....:    sa ; 

trisht- iisi:  iti  kim :  trishv 

»  G.  M.  0.  ins.  iiy.  *  B.  uhirap-.  ^  G  M.  -ra  dg-,  *  G.  M.  yadd,  *  O.  'cyeto. 
«  W.  a.  "  G.  M.  «'  iti;  0.  m  iti.  ""  B.*  ak-;  G.  M.  dk-.  »  O.  -*ter  up-.  ^«  B.  om. 
"  (i.  M.  om.     '^  <^).  om. 
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26.  Also  in  cincumdrah^  (^ifishat^  safi^^d^  safisrd^  sarisrsh/a^ 
safiskrtya,  sanskrta^  sangitaj  safi^td,  ki^^la,  and  kinrild. 

The  passages,  as  quoted,  are  sindhoh  fin^mdro  himavatah  (v. 
5.11:  only  O.  has  the  last  word) ;  kim  tata  uc  chinahati  Hi  ygd 
dhiranyeahtakdh  (v.S.S^ :  only  O.  has  the  last  two  words,  and  it 
omits  the  first  two) ;  ubhayatahsan^dyi  kurydd  avaddyd  ^bhi  (iL 
0.8* :  only  O.  has  the  last  two  words, ^nd  it  leaves  off  ubhaycUuM ; 
giinsrdvaihdgd  stha  (i.l.l.S^);  sansrshtqjit  somapdh  (i\,6A^ :  W. 
B.  put  this  after  the  next  following  example ;  see  farther  on) ;  pOr 
riram  eva  aamkrtyd  '^hhydrohati  (v.6.63'*:  O.  oipits  the  first  two 
words ;  and  all  but  O.  omit  the  last  one,  thus  making  a  citation 
which  is  also  found  again  in  v.6.6*) ;  tan  na/i  aan^krtam  (i.4.43*); 
brahmaaanpito  hy  esha  ghrtdhavanah  (ii.6.9^ :  only  O.  has  the  last 
word);  parairye  brahmasanpitd  (iv.6.4*) ;  kinpila  vanya  yd  ta 
ishuh  (v.5.9' :  all  but  G.  M.  end  with  te) ;  and  kin^lap  caturtho 
vanyaJi  (v.S.Q^:  G.  M.  alone  have  vanyah)  and  kifipildya  ca 
kshayandya  ca  (iv.5.9*;  O.  ends  with  the  first  ca).  The  commen- 
tary prefaces  the  last  two  passages  with  the  remart  that  the  second 
citation  of  kinpila  is  that  of  a  part  of  a  word,  including  a  variety 
of  cases.  But  this,  in  the  first  place,  would  imply  that  the  reading 
of  the  rule  at  the  end  was  kinpilakinpila^  which  is  the  case  only  in 
T. ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  even  were  that  the  reading,  the 
explanation  would  be  a  bad  one,  and  the  repeated  kinpila  should 
be  defined  as  a  theme  ending  in  a,  and  so  including  the  declen- 
sional forms  of  that  theme,  by  i.22 :  in  fact,  it  was  expressly  cited 
under  that  rule,  as  an  example  of  its  application.  If  kin^ld  is  the 
true  reading  (as  I  presume  to  be  the  case),  then  we  must  suppose 
that  the  makers  of  the  rule  intended  both  words  as  paddikaa€pa% 
the  one  involving  the  first  two  examples  quoted,  the  other  the  third, 
and  the  case  being  quite  parallel  with  that  of  sanpita  and  san^td, 
just  preceding:  but  the  comment  has  discovered  a  difficulty, 
namely,  that  kinpila  is  actually  a  pada  in  the  text  (v.5.9*),  and 
therefore  cannot  be  quoted  without  ceremony  as  a  paddikade^ 
(see  under  rule  29,  where  this  is  more  distinctly  brought  out) ;  and 
hence  its  efforts  to  amend  the  reading  and  interpretation — --efforts 
in  which  it  is  too  intent  upon  the  end  to  be  gained  to  be  mindful 
of  consistency  in  the  means  employed.  In  short,  here  as  in  many 
other  places,  the  Prati§jikhya  is  less  minutely  accurate  in  its  modes 
of  statement  than  the  commentator  would  fain  have  it,  and  he 
undertakes  to  make  it  what  it  should  be  by  forced  interpretation. 

26.  '  pin^mdra  ityddlgralianeshu^  aydd  anusvdrdgamah,    ya- 

thd*:  sindhoh :  kim .*  ubhay- .*  sanar- .•  sanar- 

;    pari' .•    tan .*    brahm- .•    *    par- .•     kinp- 

parakinpilagrahanam*    paddikadepatayd    bahUpdddndr- 

tham:  kinpilap ;  kinpildya nanu*  aanarsJite  '*ty  atra 

ahakdraparo  'nn^vdrdgamah  kim  na  sydt,    mdi  ^vam :  atra  aUtre 
Borvntra''  padddiiHtrndnantaram*  evd  '^nusvdradarpandt :  tatsdha- 
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Cases  of  various  character  are  here  intermingled.  The  first  two 
and  the  last  are  indivisible  words,  of  which  the  an/uavdra  forms 
an  essential  part,  as  of  those  cited  in  rules  19  and  20,  or  29  and 
30.  The  others  come  from  combinations  with  the  preposition  sam^ 
and  are  of  two  classes :  samkrtya  and  sanakrta  the  pada-text  does 
not  attempt  to  analyze,  although  (see  v.6,7)  it  divides  sanskunUe 
and  samaskurvata^  ejecting  the  intrusive  sibilant:  those  remaining 
are  compounds  with  earn  wliich  enter  into  lurther  composition,  so 
that  their  compound  character  does  not  appear  in  the  pada-text. 
And  one  or  two  cases  of  this  last  class  seem  to  have  been  ovei> 
looked  by  the  makers  of  the  treatise :  they  are  svddushamadah 
(iv.6.6^;  p.  avddu-aamadah)  and  strishanMdam  (ii.6.1*;  p.  strt- 
sansddam).  The  former  of  them,  indeed,  is  noticed  in  G.  M., 
which  introduce  sansadah  into  the  rule,  after  sanskrta^  and  quote 
the  compound  in  the  comment — seeming  to  betray  their  conscious- 
ness that  the  word  is  not  a  part  of  the  ordinary  reading  of  the  rule 
by  saying  "when  sansadah  is  read,  the  instance  is  svddushan- 
aadahy 

There  are  further  varieties  of  reading  in  the  rule :  G.  M.  have 
pinshati;  W.  B.  put  sansrshta  between  aamkrtya  and  savskrta^ 
and  give  its  example  a  corresponding  place  among  the  examples ; 
T.  B.  G.  M.  read  sanskrtan^  which  is  perhaps  to  be  preferred; 
other  differences  are  mere  copyists'  errors,  and  not  worth  reporting. 

So  far  as  I  have  discovered,  sanskrtam  (i.2.9)  and  sanpita  (iv.6. 
4*  a  second  time)  are  the  only  words  included  in  this  rule  which 
occur  further  in  the  Sanhita. 

The  commentator  raises  the  question  whether  we  must  not  sup- 
pose that  an  anusvdra  is  also  to  be  inserted  before  the  spirant  sh 
m  aamrshta  ;  but,  without  this  time  appealing  to  the  "  competency 
of  the  citation  "  to  settle  the  reading,  replies  that,  the  word  being 
associated  here  with  others  all  of  which  have  anusvdra  only  after 
the  first  vowel,  we  must  assume  the  same  to  be  the  case  with  it 
also ;  all  but  O.  adding  that  "  there  is  no  reason  for  inconsistency  " 
in  this  respect. 

f^FT^    ^*I(M(J  II  ^.^  II 

27.  Also  after  si^  tr^  or  rfr,  when  h  follows. 

The  quoted  examples  are  sinho  vayah  (iv.3.5),  patatarhdns  trn- 
hanti  (L6.7®  et  al.),  and  drnhasva  md  hvdh  (i.1.3  et  al.).     Of  the 

carydd^  atrd  ''pi  tathdi  'va*"  vijneyam :  ^^na  vdiparttye  kdranam 

asH^\ 

'  0.  prefixes  a  separate  rehearsal  of  the  words  cited  in  the  rule.  '  G.  M.  -dMtu 
gr-;  0.  -diahu.  '  G.  M.  0.  om.  ^  G.  M.  ius.  aaiisada  iti  pdthe  svdduahahact- 
dah.  *  W.  param  hi-.  •  G.  M.  om.  ''  W.  G.  M.  sarva.  ^  W.  varn'\  G.  H. 
-fuMcoram.     •  0.  adh-.     ^^  B.  'vd  'pt.     <")  0.  om. ;  W.  om.  na. 

27.  si:  tr :  dr :  ity  evampHrvo  hakdraparah}  sydd  anusvdrd- 
yamaJi*.    yathd*:  sinho .•   pat  at- ;    drnh- *et?am- 
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noun  sinha.  and  of  forms  from  the  roots  trnh  and  drnh,  which  alone 
come  under  the  action  of  the  rule,  there  are  other  cases  in  the  San- 
hit&.  Counter-examples  are  given  (excepting  in  O.) :  to  show  that 
no  other  syllables  take  the  increment  before  A,  sapntnasdhi  svdhd 
(i2.12^:  but  Ct.  M.  substitute  sapatnaadhm  aam  mdrjmi,i,l,]0^) 
and  qnatiddhdyo  htdca  (v. 2. 10 3) ;  that  r  takes  the  increment  only 
when  preceded  by  t  or  c?,  grhdndm  tzsamartydi  (iii.3.8^);  that  the 
increment  is  taken  only  before  A,  sishdsantih  (vii.6.2* :  G.  M.  read 
$ishdsah,  but  doubtless  by  a  blunder  only),  trshvim  anu  (i.2.14*), 
and  naktarh  dr^  dtpyate  (v.6.4*). 

^I^^HI    ^  II  t^T:  II 

28.  As  also,  in  manhishthasya. 

That  is  to  say,  before  the  A,  which  is  brought  down  from  the 
preeding  rule  by  ca,  expressly  in  order  to  exclude  the  assumption 
of  anusvdra  before  the  sh  and  8  in  the  same  word.  The  passage 
b  manhishthasya  prabhrtasya  (iv.2.3*),  and  there  is  no  other. 

29.  Also,  after  the  first  vowel,  in  anhatih,  a?ihah,  afUioh^  an- 
tiomuCj  atyanhdh^  anhasah,  anftasd,  an^am^  a^^ubhthj  ancabhuvd^ 
afitpi^  aficii,  anqavah^  a^^uh,  a^^m,  ari/^n^  aficuiid^  afigoh^  afi- 
gdya,  updfi*;u^  and  afi^du. 

We  have  here  a  detailed  list  of  complete  padas  (or,  in  one  or 
two  instances,  more  than  a  whole  paaa),  in  which  antMvdra  is 
found.  The  illustrative  examples  are  as  follows.  For  anhatlh^ 
pari  dneshaao  an/iatih  (11.6.11^):  the  only  case.  For  anhah^  an- 
homticarh  vrshnbhcnh  yajniydndm  (1.0.12*;  p.  anhahrmiiram :  G. 
M.  O.  omit  the  last  word) ;  anhah  is  found  four  or  five  times  in  the 
Sanhita  as  an  independent  word,  and  about  fifteen  times  in  the 


pHrva  iti  kim :  s op- .*  anati- rkdrendi  ^vd*  Ham :  kiih 

takdradakdrdhhydfu  :  grh- evamparft  iti  kim  :  sish- .* 

trshvim ;  naktarh *   hakdrah paroyasmdd^asduhakdr 

raparah* 

*  6.  M.  -rof  ea.    *  0.  asdu  hekdraparah.     «  B.  G.  M.  0.  om.     <*)  0.  om.     *  G.  M. 
om.  evcL    *  G.  M.  sa  tathoktah. 

28.  manhishthasye  ^ty  asniin  grahane  cakdrdkrahtnhakdraparo 

'nti8i)drdganio  bhavatV,    yathd^:   manh- *cakdrah  kimar- 

thah:  atrdi  'va  graham  sashakdraparo  wd  bhUd  iti* 

'  G.  M.  0.  9ydt    «  G.  M.  0.  om.     (3)  q.  om. 
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compound  anhomuc — one  of  the  forms  of  which,  as  we  shall  see 
farther  on,  has  to  be  made  sepamte  account  of.  For  ahhoh^  anho^ 
cid  i/d  {iA,22  and  ii.l.ll*):  there  is  no  other  case.  For  anhaniuk^ 
anhoftiugbhi/dm  dvikapCtUih  (vii.5.22 :  O.  omits  dvikapdhih^  and 
W.  B.  put  it  in  out  of  place) ;  of  all  the  forms  of  anhomtic^  this  is 
the  only  one  in  which  auhah  does  not  form  a  pada  (it  is  divided, 
of  course,  anhomuk-b^iydm)^  and  which  therefore  is  not  disposed  of 
by  the  citation  of  anhah.  For  atynrthdh^  rtapd^  cd  Hyanhdh  (L8. 
132-3)  :  the  word  is  found  again  at  iv.6.5^ ;  it  is  more  than  a  simple 
pada  (p.  cUi-anJidh),  and  the  ati  is  included  in  the  citation,  we  are 
told,  to  prevent  confusion  of  aTihdh  with  ahdh  in  such  phrases  as 
shadnhd  bhavanti  (viLS.l*;  shat-ahdh).  For  anhasah^  te  no  nnin- 
catam  anhasah  (iv.7.16® :  all  except  B.  read  muncantv,  which  does 
not  occur  before  anh/^ah) :  of  this  case  oiaTihas  I  have  noted  about 
twenty  instances.  For  an/iasd^  the  only  example  is  the  one  quoted, 
anhasd  vd  eshu  yrhttah  (iL4.2^:  O.  ends  with  vdi).  The  commen- 
tator next  raises  the  question  why  whole  padas  should  have  been 
cited,  when  anha  (as  part  of  a  word)  would  have  betm  sufficient  to 
assure  the  reading,  and  replies  by  quoting  sa  rasam  aha  vasantdya 
( viL2. 10':  O.  begins  with  aA«),  as  an  example  of  cases  that  requii^ed 
to  be  excluded.  For  an^m,  pari  papydnio  'n^ym  d  (viill.e^:  O. 
omits  d) :  the  form  is  found  again  in  the  same  division.  For  art- 
gubhih,,  shadbhir  an^nbhih  pavayati  (vi.4.5^:  O.  omits  yavayati; 
W.  B.  put  thLs  example  off  until  after  that  for  «wpw,  which  would 
be,  to  be  sure,  a  more  suitable  place  for  it,  if  the  same  order  were 
followed  in  the  rule;  but  there  all  authorities  agree:  see  fiirth^r 
on).  For  an^abhuvd^  tvayd  ^fl^abhiivd  somam  (vi.4.82:  G.  M.  O. 
omit  somam)  :  the  word  is  found  again  at  vL4.83.  For  an^i^  tend 
^n^umat  (iii.2.2*) ;  and  it  is  pointed  out  that,  by  rule  i.53  (the  com- 
ment blunderingly  quotes  i.52  instead),  tman^u  hirvantah  (iii.2.2*) 
is  involved  with  awpw  (O.  has  lost,  of  this,  all  but  the  example 
ananpi  ku).  For  ah^Cf^  vrshno  hy  etdv  an^7  (vi.4.53).  For  an- 
^ivah,  prdnd  vd  an^avah  (vi.4.4*).  For  an^uh,  anpir  aft^is  te 
(i.2.11*  et  al.) :  the  word  is  found  in  eight  other  passages.  For 
an^um,  yam  ddityd  an^tm  dpydyayanti  (il3.53  et  al. :  only  W. 
has  the  last  word) :  there  are  five  other  instances.  For  au^dn^ 
an^dn  apa  grhndti  (\'i4.4* :  lost  in  W.) :  it  occurs  further  in  the 

29.  *  anhatih eteshv  ddir*  anusvdrdgatno^  bhavati^.    ya- 

thd*:  pari :   an  ho- ;   *sdtre  samh  itdydm  otvav  idhdndcP 

ahar itydddu  na  sydd  ay  am  vidhih:  kimtu  yas/fiin  visar- 

janiyo  repharh  nd  ^'*padyat€  tasydi  'ro  ''pdddnam:*  an  hog ;  ' 

^nanv  ayam^'*  cdi^^  ^kabandhah:  rephaprdptasyd^'*  ''yam  ridhih: 
vihitdn\isvdra9ydi  'ra**  rephanuthedhate^*  "ti :  nd  ''yam  doshah: 
sidd/iasydi  \ui  ^^'*ntigvdra&ya  bodhanam^*  na  tu  vidhir  itV:  an- 
horn- **••  r^'^/^ •*  ^^'  '^*  kim  :  shad- ;  te .*  an- 
hasd  ;  ^*aiihe  ''ty*^  etdvatd^*  siddhe^*"  aakalajyadapdthah  kitn- 

arihah*\'  8 a  rasam tVt"  nishedhdrt hah:  pari ;  ^^shad- 
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same  division,  and  in  no  other.  For  an^nd,  an^nd  te  anpwA  (i.2. 
6 :  G.  M.  O.  end  with  te).  For  an^oh,  yo  vd  an^or  dyatanarh  veda 
(vL 6.102:  O.  omits  the  last  two  words,  and  B.  has  lost  the  whole 
example,  with  most  of  the  preceding  one).  For  anpdya^  an^dya 
svdAd  bhagdya  *  (i.S.lS'^ :  G.  M.  omit  bha-gdyd).  For  updn^^ 
updhpuaaoano  yad  npdn^isavanam  (vi.4.4*:  O.  omits  the  first 
two  words).  The  word  updnpi,  when  not  further  compounded,  is 
separated  in  padii-text  into  upa-an^^  and  so  most  of  its  forms 
come  under  the  various  citations  of  the  cases  of  anpw  already  illus- 
trated (thus,  it  furnishes  additional  instances,  not  counted  above, 
to  anpu^  anpuh,  an^um,  and  an^oh,  twenty  in  all) ;  but  in  its  com- 
pounds it  makes,  of  course,  a  single  pada  of  itself  (thus,  vpdn^- 
-8ava?iah)y  and  so  has  to  be  cited  m  the  rule  as  such  (we  have  other 
combinations,  namely,  with  pdtra^  t/dja,  and  antarydma) ;  and, 
moreover,  we  have  one  case,  updn^du^  showing  a  form  of  «npw 
which  does  not  appear  independently,  and  so  furnishing  the  final 
citation,  for  which  the  example  is  tarn  npdnpdu  earn  asthdpayan 
(vi4.6*) :  there  is  another  in  the  same  division. 

The  restriction  ddifi^ '  after  the  first  vowel,'  is  intended  to  guard 
against  any  one's  imagining  that  the  s  of  anhasah  and  so  on  is  to 
be  preceded  by  aiitiavdra. 

What  has  thus  been  given  represents  the  whole  comment  as 
found  in  O. ;  the  other  MSS.  make  two  or  three  troublesome  addi- 
tions, to  which  it  is  necessary  to  return.  The  last  of  them  regards 
the  citation  of  an^u  and  its  inflectional  forms  (namely,  those  that 
contain  aripu  as  a  part,  or  an^uhhih^  an^h,  anpum,  an^nd)  ;  and, 
if  I  understand  it  aright,  it  asserts  that,  if  anpw  alone  were  cited, 
the  other  forms  would  not  be  included,  because  anpw  itself  occurs 
as  a  pdda  (and  would  therefore  have  to  be  taken  as  such,  and  not 
as  a  part  of  a  word,  paddikade^) ;  and  if  it  be  proposed  to  cite  it 
with  each  value,  as  was  done  with  kin^ila  (in  rule  26 :  see  note  to 
that  rule),  there  remains  the  diflficulty  that,  as  a  phonetic  complex 
only,  it  would  involve  such  cases  as  pa^nru  pa^ujjate  te  adya  (iii. 
1.4*:  W.  ovait^  pa ^um) — where,  namely,  we  have  the  same  ele- 
ments' in  combination,  only  without  the  anusvdra.  With  regard 
to  an^^  a  somewhat  similar  statement  appears  to  be  made: 
namely,  that  if  an^a  simply  were  quoted,  it  would  be  understood 
as  a  pada  (being  such  in  anpa-bhuvd),  and  hence  an^m  would 


;"  tvayd ;  ^*bhuve  Hi  kim:  ange  ''ty  etdvatd^^  grahane 

tathdoidhapadasadbhdvdd  an^am^*   ity  atra  na^''   sydt:^*   tend 

.*  ^^apy  akdrddi  (L52)  iti  vacandd  ananpu ity  apy^* 

uddharanam :**.  vrshno ;  prdnd .*  ^^an^ur .•"  yam 

;     ^^an^Hn .**'     an^und .*     yo ;     an^dya .• 

updnpu- .•  tarn .*  "a/vpv"  ity**  etdvati^^  yrhtta  itareshdm 

aparigrahah^^  sydt  "  tathdvidhapadasadbhdvdt :  atho  '^bhayam 
grhyale  padam  ekffdepa^*'^  ca  kinpilatrat:  tathd  suti  paddikade^- 
shu  pa^um ityddishu  p  dpnuydd  annsvdrah^^:  tac  cd  ^ftish- 
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not  be  included.  The  comment,  however,  puts  this  forward  as  a 
reason  for  including  the  bliuvd  of  an^ahhuvd^  which,  according  to 
the  interpretation  here  offered,  it  would  not  be ;  and  perhaps  my 
comprehension  of  the  argument  is  insufficient.  I  do  not  see  any 
reason  why,  if  the  pacfer-text  divides  an^Orbhuvd^  the  bhuvd  should 
be  given  in  the  rule.  Equally  unexplainable  to  me  is  the  special 
citation  of  anguhhih^  which,  being  divided  in  p<ida  into  an^u-bhih^ 
falls  under  anfu :  we  have  also  m  the  Sanhita  an^uhhydm  (i4.2 
and  vi.4.6®),  which  is  a  ease  analogous  with  the  other,  and  ought 
to  be  treated  like  it.  Possibly  we  may  infer  from  the  unsuitable 
position  of  afipubhih  in  the  rule,  and  from  the  place  of  its  example 
as  given  in  W.  B.,  next  after  that  containing  an^n-mat  (as  if  it 
were,  like  the  latter,  a  case  of  a/tpw),  that  it  has  been  interpo- 
lated, by  an  awkward  and  blundering  hand;  but  the  conjecture 
is  a  more  daring  one  than  I  venture  seriously  to  make. 

The  first  excursus  of  the  comment  is  in  connection  with  the 
second  citation,  anhah.  Since  the  samhitd-iorva  of  this  word,  we 
are  told,  appears  by  the  rule  itself  to  be  anAo,  the  rule  does  not 
apply  to  ahahy  which  shows  a  different  result  of  combination  in 
ahar  devdndm  (L5.9^ :  G.  M.  read  ahctrahar^  which  is  not  found 
in  the  Sanhita  before  deodndm),  but  only  to  a  word  the  viaatjor 
niya  of  which  does  not  become  r.  This  seems  plausible  enough ; 
but  what  shall  we  say  of  the  ahah  which  appears  in  saihhitd  as 
aho  in  ahohhydm^  ahohhUi^  and  ahordtre  (p.  ahah-rdtre)  ?  Either 
the  makers  of  the  treatise  overlooked  these  words,  or  they  did  not 
attribute  to  the  form  anho  in  the  rule  the  significance  which  is 
here  claimed  for  it. 

The  remaining  passage  is  more  obscure  to  me  than  any  of  the 
others.  In  G.  M.,  it  is  both  preceded  and  followed  by  the  exam- 
ples for  anhoh  and  anhomuk ;  in  W.  R,  these  examples  precede 
It,  excepting  the  last  word  of  the  second,  which  comes  after  it.  I 
imagine  that  its  true  place  is  between  the  two,  and  that  its  intent 
is  to  turn  against  the  rule  the  argument  just  pleaded  respecting 
anhah,  pointing  out  that,  as  anhoh  becomes  anhor  in  the  nile,  it 
ought  not  to  exhibit  anuwdra  except  when  occurring  in  that  pho- 
netic form :  the  objection  being  then  evaded  by  the  plea  that  the 
form  is  given  merely  as  it  happens  to  occur,  and  not  with  any 


tam*^,  ddir  iti  kirn:  aarveshn  sthdneshu  md  bhild  iti:  yathd** 
^nhasa  ityddi, 

'  0.  ins.  ddik.  ^  G.  M.  svardd-.  ^  G.  M.  -gamaih.  *  G.  M.  hhajate,  *  O.  om. 
<•>  0.  om.  "^  G.  M.  oivfisya.  **  MSS.  ins.  afihomugbhydm.  ^*)  0.  om.  '^  W.  aya. 
»  G.  M.  ca.  '-  W.  B.  ekapr-.  '^  q  j^f  on,,  em.  "  W.  B.  -pharii  »*-.  0*)  w. 
^niisvdrah  aydt :  nodhyayana  aydt :  tu  xidhir  iti  dvikapdlah ;  B.  ^nusvdra  aydt :  bodh- 
yatd  Tianu  vidfiir  iti :  dxnkapdlah.  ^^  G.  M.  udbodh^inam.  '^  G.  M.  ity  anhof  cid 
yd.  ('^^  W.  anh;  B.  aty.  '•  G."  M.  -atdi  'va.  *»  0.  -dheh;  B.  dhek  hOah.  ^^  W. 
kith:  B.  om.  ^  B.  ity  aWd  'pi;  G.  M.  iiyddi;  O.  itydddu.  (*'^MV.  B.  put  next 
before  apy  akdrddi.      ^*)  0.  om.     «*  G.  M.  -vad.     ^  W.  B.  aram.     «  W.  B.  om. 

<*•>  0.  anafirti  ku  simply.     *•  W.  om.     '•"'>  G.  M.  put  before  trshno ^*'>  W.  om. 

t»^  O.  om.  ^'^  \y.  atirt  'ty:  G.  M.  a/ife  'ty.  ^  B.  -void.  «  B.  upaiigrha;  G.  M. 
npi  grahanani.  *'  it.  M.  ius  h.ithani.  **  G.  W.  -det-aiii.  "•  G.  M.  -rdgamak. 
*"  W.  0.  a' 
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intent  of  pre8crij)ti()n.  But  I  have  too  little  confidence  in  the  cor- 
rectness of  this  conjecture  to  be  led  to  attempt  amending  the 
text  into  giving  it  consistent  expression. 

30.  Also  in  anse^  ansdya^  ansdbbydrn^  and  ansdu^  when  ac- 
cented on  the  first  syllable. 

The  term  avugraha  is  declared  by  the  commentator  to  be 
equivalent  here  to  ddi  or  padddi^  *  beginning  of  the  word.'  This 
is,  of  course,  wholly  and  entirely  inadmissible,  except  as  we  are 
driven  by  the  irresistible  force  of  circumstances  to  give  it  that 
meaning  or  none.  There  has  evidently  been  some  blunder  com- 
mitted, but  we  can  hardly  venture  to  attempt  its  rectification. 
Not  one  of  the  words  here  cited  occurs,  or  could  occur,  as  f/va- 
graha^  '  former  member  of  a  compound.'  The  restriction  is  made 
with  reference  to  dnsdu  alone,  in  order  to  distinguish  it  from  aad'u. 
The  examples  are  dakshine  'nsa  upa  dadhdti  (v.3.1*:  O  omits 
dadhdti;  W.  has  lost  the  whole),  ^ityansdya  (vii.3.17:  W.  has 
lost  p«t.y),  afisahhydn  svdhd  (vii.3.162),  and  uttare  'fiadv  eva  prati 
dad/idti  (\,S,l'*:  O.  reads  tishthatiior  dadhdti^  but  doubtless  by 
a  copyist  s  error  only) ;  the  counter-example  is  asdv  abravic  citror 
vihitd  (ii.5.2*:  O.  omits  the  last  w^ord) ;  ansdbhydm  alone  is  found 
more  than  once  in  the  text  (namely,  again  at  v.  7. 13). 

31.  But  not  in  asdv  d. 

There  is  a  single  passage  where  the  pronoun  a^du,  in  the  voca- 
tive case,  stands  at  the  beginning  of  a  clause,  and  is,  accordingly, 
accented  on  the  first  syllable ;  hence  the  necessity  of  the  present 
rule,  establishing  an  exception  under  its  predecessor.  The  })assage 
is  hrdyd'd  dadv  i  '^hi  Hy  evdm  evd  (ii.4.9®:  O.  alone  has  eva;  &. 
M.  omit  also  evam^  and  B.  blunderingly  reads  instead  of  it  atra). 

The  Prati5akhya's  rehearsal  of  the  cases  of  interior  uftusvdra  is. 


30.  avagraha  ddir  ity  arthah:  yadP  padddir  uddttah  ttydt  tarfty 

arise'* ity  eteshu*  sydd  amtsvdntganiah,    iti^ahdah  svard- 

pavdci.    dakshine :^    P'^y- •'    nnsd- .•     uttare 

ddir  uddtta  iti  kirn, :  asdv 

'  B.  j?oW.     <*)  W.  om.     8  G.  M.  -sMm. 

31.  ddyuddtte^  saty  apy^  *asdv  e  ^ty*  asmin  *grahane  na  khaiu^ 
sydd  anusvdrdgamah.    brUydd 

iti  tribhdshyaratfw^  prdtipdkhyaiiivarane 
shodo^o^  dhydyah, 

'  W.  yady  ud-\  B.  yady  uddUatve.     -  B.  0.  om      '•*>  W.  asdv  di  ty;  B.  asdu;  (i 
M.  0.  asdv  ity.    <•*)  0.  om.     *  B.  frttri-.     *  G.  M.  0.  dviiiyapra^ne  catwihja. 
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so far  as  I  have  been  able  to  discover,  complete  for  the  present 
Taittiriya-Sanhita,  with  the  exception  of  the  two  compounds  {stri- 
shafiadda  and  svddushdmad)  noticed  under  rule  26.  \Vhether  its 
rules  are  so  drawn  as^  to  involve  no  cases  that  require  to  be  ex- 
cluded, is  a  much  more  difficult  question,  and  one  which  my  exam- 
ination of  the  text  has  not  been  close  enough  to  enable  me  to 
determine ;  but  I  have  noted  no  Instances  of  inaccuracy,  unless  the 
possible  confusion  of  anhah  and  ahah^  j)ointed  out  under  rule  29, 
is  to  be  so  considered. 


CHAPTER    XVII. 

Contexts:  1-4,  opinions  of  various  authorities,  as  to  the  degree  of  nasality  in 
different  nasal  letters;  5,  as  to  increase  of  quantity  in  connection  with  anusvdra; 
6,  as  to  increased  effort  required  by  ceriAin  accents;  7-8,  as  to  other  more  gen- 
eral matters  of  utterance. 

HidH^HI'jHlRH^H'JWlfHHlyiH  5lr>4NH:  H^H 

1.  (^aityayana  says  that  the  nasal  quality  is  stronger  in  anu- 
svdra  and  the  nasal  mutes. 

We  have  here  a  chapter  entirely  composed  of  the  cited  opinions 
of  certain  speciiied  authorities,  and  none  of  them  of  any  definite 
value  or  importance  in  themselves,  though  interesting  as  affording 
us  a  glimpse  of  subjects  to  which  the  attention  of  the  old  Hindu 
phonetists  was  drawn,  and  to  their  hair-splitting  and  discordant 
speculations  respecting  them. 

The  commentator's  exposition  adds  nothing  to  our  comprehen- 
sion of  the  rule.  It  quotes  the  rale  at  the  end  of  the  second  chap- 
ter (ii.52)  as  to  the  cause  of  nasal  quality,  and  tries  (without  good 
reason)  to  connect  with  it  the  present  one.  Examples  of  the 
stronger  nasal  utterance  are  given,  as  follows :  agmfir  apsushad^ih 


1.  ^anusvdra^  co  Htamdfi'  cd  ^nusvdroUanidh:  teshu  tivrataram 
bhavctty  dmindsikyam  Hi  ^ditydyano  ndma  rnunir  manyate\ 
tivrdd  adhikarh  tivrataratn:  anitndsikatd^  ^''nundsikyam  :  ndsi- 
kdvivarandd  dnundsikyafn  (ii.52)  ity  asya  vldheh  prayat- 

naddrdhyani*   upodi^yate,    *    yathd*:   agntnr .•    ^tdns.    ..: 

martydn V  yam ;   ^vaflcate .*   manind *    et€r 

shv^itikim:  rukrnam \:  tiginarn ;  ^^supl- " 

0)  0.  om.  *  W.  -mar.  »  W.  sikd;  B.  -nkdnam  bhdvah.  *  W.  0.  -dirgham;  B. 
-ddrbyum;  G.  M.  prdyaddrthyam.  *  0.  ins.  amtsvdrotkund  anundsikd  ity  eidny 
anundsikasthdndni.   anusrdroUameahu  iitrntaram  dnnndsikyarii  hhavaii  fditydycmo 

lyivia  manyatt.     •  G.  M.  0.  om.     '^  in  0.  only.     ^^>  0.  prdv •  0.  anusvd^ 

roUitmeshv.    <'^')  0.  *a :  tie$hu  cdi  'va  Uvrattirom. 
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(v.6.1^),  ynm  kdniam  kdmayate  (viLLl^.  Q,  ]y£^  Q.  substitute 
yam  kdmayeta^  i.6.10*  et  al.),  vaficate  parivaficate  (iv.6.3»),  and 
manind  rtlpdni'*ndrena  (viL3.14)  ;  but  O.  introduces  after  the  first 
tdm  te  dadhdml  (iv.1.10^)  and  martydn  dvive^a  (v. 7.9*),  and  sul)- 
stitutes  for  the  last  two  prdn  prd  ''dravcU  (v.  7. 10*).  Counter- 
examples, of  the  weaker  utterance,  are  rukmam  upa  aadhdti  (v. 2. 
7^ :  but  W.  substitutes,  by  an  evident  blunder,  kdrmam  upador 
dhdtij  v.2.8*),  tigmam  dyndham  {iv.7. 16*),  and  su^kdri:^  suman- 
gcUdns  (L8.162);  O.  giving  instead  of  the  last  sa  imam  lokam,  (i.6. 
9* ),  and  spoiling  the  whole  illustration  by  adding,  "  in  these  like- 
wise it  is  stronger."  The  first  two  counter-examples  are  evidently 
given  for  the  yama  which,  by  xxLl2,  is  to  be  inserted  between  the 
mute  and  nasal  in  each :  the  last  is  a  case  falling  under  xv.8,  which 
prescribes  nasalization  of  a  protracted  final  a.  The  other  nasal 
sounds  are  the  ndsikya  (xxi.l4),  and  the  nasal  semivowels  into 
which  m  and  n  are  to  be  converted  (v.26,28)  before  Z,  y,  and  v  : 
these  last  are  instanced  by  the  phrase  quoted  in  O.  alone. 

The  manuscript  O.  follows  an  independent  course  in  the  exposi- 
tion of  this  rule,  as  of  the  rest  composing  the  chapter. 


H^tfrT  #^nfi^:  iitji 


2.  Kauhaliputra  says  that  it  is  the  same  everywhere. 

The  comment  interprets  sam^im^  '  same,'  as  signifying  here  ttv- 
ToJtarwm^  which  it  haa  explained  above  as  an  absolute  rather  than 
a  relative  comparative — '  very  excessive,'  rather  than  '  more  ex- 
cessive.' That  does  not  seem  likely  to  be  the  real  meaning.  As 
examples,  are  cited,  rather  needlessly,  aanrardndh  (iv.6.1*  et  al.), 
samyattdh  (i.5.1*  et  sil.)^  nyann  agni^  cetavytih  (v.S.S^:  only  O. 
has  cetavyah),  and  uptthCitdn^  ho  ^ii.6.7^).  O.  gives  an  entirely 
different,  though  equivalent,  exposition,  and  only  the  last  two  of 
these  examples,  with  two  others,  namely  sarvdn  agnmr  apsusha- 
dah  (v.6.l2)  and  hudfi  lokdn  (ii.l.3>). 

The  name  of  the  authority  quoted  is  given  by  G.  M.  as  Kauha- 
liyaputra,  and  by  O.  as  Kohaliputra,  in  both  the  text  and  com- 
mentary. 

ilHMI^    4n^   >n^^TsT:  il  ^  H 

3.  Bh^radvaja  says  it  is  faint  in  anusvdra. 


2.  sarvatrd  ''nundsikavarneshu^  tivrataratvam  *8amam  UP  kdu- 

m 

hcUtptUro*  manyate,    samr- .•  sarhy- .•  nyann .•  upa- 

;  ityddl, 

*  W.  B.  -aikyav-;  G.  U.  -sikyam  v-.  ^  W.  sarvatve  'W.  '  Gr.  M.  (as  also  in  the 
rule)  -liyap; 

0.  substitutes  for  the  whole  anusvdrottamddishu  sarveshu  samavireshend  ^nund- 
aikyam  sydd  iti  koftaltputr-i  dcdryo  many  ate  ama  :  tivrataram  ity  arthah:  nyan  h 
;  aarvdfi ;  imdh :  upa- 
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The  teiTTi  r«//w,  '  faint,'  ie  explained  by  suksh/natamam  (or,  in  G. 
M.  0.,  sdkshmataram),  *  exceedingly  gentle.'  In  other  nasals  than 
anitsvdraj  we  are  told,  Bharadvaja  accepts  ^^ityay ana's  rule,  that 
the  nasal  quality  is  extra-strong  in  the  nasal  mutes,  and  simply 
strong  in  the  yamas  etc.  Most  of  the  MSS.  quote  only  tanund 
jaya  tvan  scUvd  (iv.6.6  * :  B.  has  dropped  out  all  but  the  beginning, 
nanUj  and  O.  has  lost  tanuvdja  from  the  beginning) ;  but  O.  adds 
counter-examples,  brahmanvanto  devd  dsan  (vi.4.10>),  rukmam 
upa  dadhdti  (v.2.7^),  and  tat  samyatdn  aayhyatcam  (v.2.10'). 

4.  Old  Kaundinya  says  that  when  n  is  converted  into  r,  or 
into  a  spirant,  or  into  y  (with  loss  of  the  y),  or  when  m  is  lost, 
it  is  stronger  in  each  case  successively. 

The  alterations  of  an  original  nasal  mute  are  here  rehearsed  in 
the  same  order,.aud  in  the  same  terms,  as  in  a  previous  rule  (xv.l). 
The  comment  gives  an  example  for  each  case:  namely  trmr  ekdda- 
pdn  iha  (iii2.113:  G.  M.  have  lost  ihti^  along  with  all  that  follows, 
to  the  last  example;  O.  substitutes  trinr  iita  dydn^  iil.lP),  pik- 
Idn^  ca  krshndnQ  ca  (ii.S.l^:  O.  substitutes  rttlfis  taufutte,  iy.S. 
11^),  tnahdn  indrah  (i.4.20  et  aL :  O.  substitutes  svavdn  indro 
(Mme,  i.7.13&),  and  san^tam  (iv.1.10^  et  al. :  O.  substitutes  vihav- 
yan  ^asyam,  vii6.6^).     The  first  combination  is  styled  saiUyo- 


3.  'anw  aiXkshmatamam^  dnundsikyam  anusvdre  sydd  iti  hhd- 

radvdjo    many  ate.     yathd^:    tanuvd anxisvdrdd   anyatra 

pditydyanavidhih :  uttameshu  ttvrataratvarh  yamddishu  ttvramd- 
tram  iti. 

^  G.  M.  anttsukshmataraTn.    ^  G.  M.  om. 

0.  substitutes  for  the  whole  bhdradvdjasyd  ^^cdryasya  mate  'nusvihe  'nur  hlmvaty 

dnundsikyam  :  sukahmaiaram  ity  artJiaJt:  ya  tvaH :  nniisvdra  iti  kiih  :  uto 

'nyatra  fditydyanavidhih :  hrahm- ;  ruk- ;  tat 

4.  nakdrasya     rephoahmayakdrabhdvdc^    cakdrdkrshtayakdre* 

lupte  '  aati  malopdc  co  Htaram  uttaram*  dnundsikyam^  dnuptlr- 

vyena  tivrataram  sydd^  iti  sthavirah  kdnndinyo  many  ate.   yathd\' 

Hrtnr ^ity  atrd  ^^nundsikyam  sai'nyogaindtravat:  ^ukl- 

ity  ^*atra  sam^ishtani''*:  mahdn ;  ity  atra  tiirrataram :*  sah- 

ity  atra  tivrataram:  ity  dnupHrvyam  vijneyam*:  ^^ato  *ny- 

atra*  *  ^ditydyana v idh ih. 

'  0.  rephabhdvdd  MimaJbhdvdd  yak-.     *  0.  -shte  ya-.     »  G.  M.  ins.  ca.     *  G.  M. 
om.  (and  read  ^ttamam  for  ^ttaram  uttaram  in  rule).     *  0.  om.     *  0.  anundsikyam 

hhavati.     '  G.  M.  om. ;  O.  sma.     ^**>  O.  substitutes  triffr...  :  rt- :  sva- ; 

dvivefa:  vih- :  trtfir ity  atra  hrraia  saiUyogaindtraiit :  rU iiy  atra 

samrliahtarii :  sva- ityatra  tivrataram:  vih- itra  tivratftram.     *•>  G.  IC 

om.    ''^^W.  atra  tu  fl-;  B.  atrdnund  sam^.    '">  W.  B.  G.  M.  atra. 
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gtimdtravat^  '  simple  conjunction ;'  the  second,  smhplishta,  '  fused 
together;'  the  third  and  fourth,  only  ^^yra^ara, 'more  excessive.' 
And  it  is  added  at  the  end  (only  O.  making  the  statement  intelli- 
gibly) that  in  other  cases  ^aityay ana's  rule  (xvii.l)  applies. 

5.  And  to  the  vowel  is  added,  in  this  case,  the  time  of  a  con- 
sonant. 

The  "  and  "  (ca)  in  the  rule  is  declared  to  continue  the  implica- 
tion of  Old  Kaundinya's  opinion :  according  to  this  authority,  nere, 
in  the  prescription  of  anicsvdra,  the  time  of  a  consonant,  half  a 
mora  (i.37),  is  to  be  added  to  the  vowel  that  is  accompanied  by 
(fnu»vdra;  an  example  is  yunjdthdn  rdsahhaih  yxivam  (iv.1.2*  et 
al.j.  And  "in  this  case"  {atra^  literally  'here')  is  added  in  the 
rule  because  the  prescription  of  increased  quantity  is  not  of  force 
in  the  cases  detailed  in  the  sixteenth  chapter,  in  nasal  mutes,  nor 
where  n  or  m  is  converted  into  /  (v. 26,26,2 8). 

O.  states  the  same  thing  in  other  language,  giving  two  addi- 
tional examples,  gatrdvr  anapavyayantah  (iv.6.6®)  and  anhomuce 
(i.6.123  et  at) — of  which  the  latter,  being  one  of  those  established 
in  the  sixteenth  chapter  (xvi.29),  ought  to  be  a  counter-example — 
and  remarking  further  that  in  the  opinion  of  other  teachers  the  ariTi- 
svdra  merely  was  added  to  the  voweL  Anusvdra,  namely,  was 
declared  by  i.34  to  have  the  quantity  of  a  short  vowel ;  and  we 
should  be  grateful  if  the  commentator  had  pointed  out  in  what 
relation  this  rule  really  stands  to  that;  if,  indeed,  there  is  any 
connection  between  them,  and  if  this  does  not  belong  properly  to 
a  doctrine  that  regards  the  anusvdra  as  an  affection  of  the  vowel 
merely ;  causing  the  latter's  prolongation,  to  be  sure,  but  not  add- 
ing an  element  with  independent  quantity  to  it.  O.  appends  the 
further  restriction  that  the  vowel  undergoing  prolongation  is  to  be 
a  simple  one  (not  a  diphthong).  And  it  mentions  another  inter- 
pretation, as  put  forward  by  some  authorities :  that  atra  signifies 
wherever  anitsvdra  is  prescribed:  and  that  where  there  is  anu- 
svdra^ there  the  quantity  of  the  vowel  is  to  be  short  in  every  case. 

5.  caJcdra  athavirakdundmyam^  anvddipati:  atrd  ^nicsvdravi- 
dhdtie  sdnundnikasvarasya  vyanfanakdlo  hrcMvdrdhakdlo  *dhikah 

sydd  iti  sthavirah  kdundlnyo  many  ate:  yufij- ityddL    atrdi 

^va  svarasye  ^ti  kim  :  srddishU  ^ttameshU  ^ftamalabhdve*  cdi*  Had 
fidhikakdiavidhdnam*  md  bhdd  iti. 

»  W.  B.  -rah  kdu-;  G.  M.  -nyamaicm.  *  W.  B.  -vuShhd-.  »  B.  ndi;  G.  M.  vdi. 
*  W.  adh^kdU;  G.  M.  adhitakdl-. 

0.  substitutes  for  the  whole  a^d  ^nusvdre  vyafijcmakdlo  hrasvdrddhakdlamdtrah 

avarasyd  'dhiko  bhavaH  svarakdldt:  fair- ;  afih- :  yunj- cofabda 

Hhavir(ihkdundinyamatanvdd%fati:  Uardcdryamate  'nusvdra  eva  warasvd  ^dhika  sydi: 
atre  'U  kim  :  urddifhu  Htameahu  uttamfialabhdve  aimdndkshardshu  cat  ^tad  adhikdla- 
vidhdna  md  hhui  ttahu  avarakdUidhiko  'nusv&ra  sydt :  apara  dhuh  aire  ^lyanumisu 
kavidhdna  Uy  arthah  :  anuwdrabh^ve  'pi  vyanjantjJcdlo  hrasvakdlo  hhavati  ^add  'ivu- 
svdras  tadd  aarviUra  hrasvakdta  eva  sydt. 
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The  Rik  (xiii.l3)  and  Vajasaneyi  (iv.  147-8)  Prati9akhya8  also 
concern  themselves  with  the  respective  length  of  a  vowel  and  of 
anysDitra  as  constituents  of  a  syllable,  but  their  rules  stand  in  no 
definable  relation  to  the  one  here  given. 

6.  Paushkarasadi  says  the  utterance  of  svdra  and  vikraina  is 
attended  w^ith  firmer  effort 

Most  of  the  manuscripts  supply  in  the  comment  prayoga^  '  use, 
application,'  as  the  subject  involved  in  this  rule ;  C).  supplies  simply 
oanta,  'alphabetic  sound.'  Svdra,  we  are  told,  means  svarUa, 
'  circumflex ;'  O.  signifying  the  same  thing  by  pointing  out  that 
the  svdrtts  are  enumerated  in  the  twentieth  chapter  (xx.1-8). 
Vikratna  is  a  particular  kind  of  anuddtta,  'grave;'  or,  O.  says,  is 
explaitied  in  the  nineteenth  chapter  (xix.1,2).  As  examples  are 
given  yd  'sya.  svd  'gnts  tdm  dpi  (v.  7. 9* :  G.  M.  O.  omit  the  last  two 
words)  and  dsyh  havih  priydm  (iii.3.11*),  for  the  latter  of  which 
O.  substitutes  ^ikyd/n  ab/ty  i^pa  dadhciti  (y.2A^):  we  have  here 
two  kinds  oi  svdra  or  svarita,  namely  abhinihata  (xx.4)  and  nitya 
(xx.'i),  and  one  or  more  cases  of  vikrama  (the  grave  syllable  stand- 
ing directly  between  two  that  are  either  acute  or  circumflex)  in 
each  example.  A  counter-example  is  yd'th  vd'vd  td'u  tdt  pdry 
avadcUdm  (i.7.22:  only  O.  has  the  last  two  words),  which  contains 
(except  in  O.'s  addition)  neither  svdra  nor  vikrama. 

UM(HR»iri^lr^4^ufHliHiH    Sh4NH:  iioh 

7.  9^ityayana  says,  of  all  the  letters,  according  to  their  differ- 
ence of  effort. 

The  comment  (except  in  O.)  supplies  the  same  subject  as  in  the 
preceding  rule,  namely  prayoga  ;  and  also  continues  the  predicate 
of  that  rule,  drdhaprayainataralu  The  latter  we  can  hardly 
approve,  since  to  assert  a  specially  firm  effort  of  all  alphabetic 
sounds  without  exception  is  little  oetter  than  nonsense.  ^^^^7*^' 
yana  may  rather  be  credited  with  meaning  that  each  constituent 
of  the  alphabet  has  its  own  proper  (svocita)  degree  of  articulative 
effort — which  is  more  true  than  edifying. 

6.  svdre  vikrame  ca  prayogah  pdtiahkarasdder  mate^  drdhnpror 
yatnataro  bhavati,    svdra h  svaHta  ity  arthah:   vikramo  ndmd 

'/?  uddUavi^shah,    yath  d^:  yo .*  dsye sv  drav  ikram  ay  or 

iti  khn  :  gdm drdhah^  pray  at  no  ^yasyd  ^sdu*  drdhapraycU- 

nah :  atl^ayena  drdhaprayatno  drdhaprayatnatarah. 

»  B.  -iam.     «  G.  M.  om.     «  W.  B.  -dha;  G.  M.  -dha  eva.     (*)  G.  M.  om. 

0.  substitutes  for  the  whole  tfvdrd  vihfudanuvdke.  gdnyanle  :  ekdUaviiifoduinuvdJct 
vikramdh  svdreaJtu  lyikramefhu  ca  drdhaprayatnataro  ratio  bhavati  pd%tskoragddar 
maJe  f  iky  am  ...  yo.,..:  tivdratikramayor  iti  kim  :  yd  in 
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As  example,  is  cited  the  first  phrase  of  the  Sanhita,  ishe  tvo  ^^fje 
tod  (i.1.1 :  only  O.  has  the  last  two  words). 

The  manuscripts  of  the  commentary  leave  us  quite  in  a  quan- 
dary as  to  the  value  of  these  seven  rules,  W.  B.  calling  them  ap- 
proved, but  G.  M.  O.  unapproved. 

8.  Atreya  says,  one  must  utter  the  sounds  not  over-distinctly 
and  not  indistinctly;  taking,  as  it  were,  a  vessel  filled  with 
drink,  steady,  according  to  the  sense. 

The  commentator  gives  only  a  simple  paraphrase  of  this  verse, 
and  casts  no  real  light  upon  its  meaning,  even  as  regards  the  naive 
and  not  very  instructive  comparison  in  the  second  hne. 


CHAPTER    XVIII. 


Contents:  1-7,  opinions  of  various  authorities  as  to  the  mode  of  utterance  of  the 
auspicious  syllable  om. 

7.  sarvavarndndm  prayogah^  svocHaprayatnavipeshdcT  drdhd- 

praycUnataro*  bhavatt  Hi  ^ditydyano  many  ale,    yathd^:  ishe 

ityddi, 

*ndi  Hdni*  sapta  sUtrdnt  ^shtdni, 

*  B.  -go.  *  B.  syoc- ;  W.  B.  -shd ;  G.  M.  -shdt.  *  W.  -^woA  prayainuiamo ;  B. 
'Uiiok  praycUnataro.    **  G.  M.  om.     <*)  W.  B.  etnni. 

0.  substitutes  for  the  whole  fditydyanasyd  ^^cdryasya  mate  svaprayatnavifeshdtth 
sarvavarndndm  vdifeshydd  drdhaprayainatarah  evam  varneshu  hhavati :  na  avdsvd- 
ravikramayor  eve  ^H :  yathd :  is  he ndi  Hdni  etc. 

8.  ativyaktam^  a^tispashtam  avyaktam  aspashtarh  cd^  yathd  na 
bhavaty  evam  varndn  udiTigayed  ttccdrayed  *ity  arthah*:  pay  ah- 
pHrnam  ivd*  ^matram  kshirapHritatn*  bhdjanam*  ''harann  iva^ 
yathdmati  matim^  anatikramya  ^dhiro  ^dhyetd*  bhaved^*^  ity 
dtreyo  manyate, 

iti  tribhdahyaratne  prdti^dkhyavivarane 
aaptada^o^^  'dhydyah, 

»  W.  nd  ^Uth.  *  0.  om.  *»)  G.  M.  om.  *  0.  om.  iva.  *  W.  kshiram  apii-;  B. 
•iraparipi^;  0.  'tram  pvL-.  *  G.  M.  amatra/m.  **')  0.  pdrainiva.  *  W.  0.  vt. 
^  W.  0.  om.  dhiro;  G.  M.  adhyatd  yathd  dhiro.  '<>  G.  M.  -vet  tathe.  "  G.  M.  0. 
dvUiyaprofne  paAcamo. 
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1.  As  prariava,  some  utter  o  with  two  and  a  half  moras. 

In  the  text  of  this  rule,  T.  reads  onkdram,  and  B.  omkdrain  ;  in 
the  comment,  at  the  beginning,  W.  B.  have  omkdrain.  Doubtless 
the  unnasalized  form  is  the  true  reading ;  that  ori.  or  om  should  be 
uttered  with  more  than  the  quantity  of  a  long  syllable  would  uot 
be  worth  the  trouble  of  specifying,  in  view  of  rules  L34  and  xvii.5, 
which  would  require  either  three  or  two  and  a  half  moras  for  the 
combination.  Whether  we  are  to  infer  that  this  holy  exclamation 
was  not  yet  uttered  with  a  nasal  ending  at  the  time  when  the  Pra- 
ti94khya  was  made,  is  a  more  doubtful  question ;  the  whole  matter 
lies,  at  any  rate,  outside  the  proper  province  of  a  Pntti9akhya.  By 
way  of  examples,  the  comment  appears  to  intend  to  quote  the  first 
and  last  words  of  the  Sanhita  and  of  the  Brahmana :  namely  om 
ishe  tvd  (i.1.1),  samudro  handhuh  om  (yiL5.25^?  see  below:  B. 
omits  the  o/w),  om  brahma  samdhattam  (TILitt.  Brah.  i.1.1),  and  ye^ 
bhya^  cdi  ^nat  prdhuh  om  (B.  omits  the  om:  the  Calcutta  edition 
of  the  Taittiriya-Brahmana  being  incomplete,  I  can  only  presume 
that  these  are  the  concluding  words  of  that  treatise).  The  manu- 
scripts G.  M.  O.  put  these  extracts  in  a  different  order,  giving  the 
two  conclusions  hrst,  and  then  the  two  beginnings ;  G.  M.  add  om 
at  the  end  of  each,  while  O.  gives  no  om  at  M:  G.  M.  further 
append  two  more  citations,  bnadram  karnebhih  :  om,  and  di  'va 
tapati  :  o^h,  of  which  the  former  is  the  beginning,  and  the  latter,  I 
presume,  the  end,  of  the  Tiiittirfya-Aranyaka.  With  regard  to  the 
phrase  samudro  bandhuh,  it  is  to  be  observed  that  the  Sanhita  as 
found  in  my  manuscript  (or  rather,  manuscripts,  for  mine  contains 
the  last  leaf  of  another  and  entirely  independent  one,  which  has 
the  same  reading),  and  in  those  to  which  Prof.  Weber  has  access, 
ends  with  samudrah  simply;  but  another  word  like  this  is  evi- 
dently wanting  to  complete  the  sense  (the  concluding  sentence  is 
samudro  vd  a^asya  yonih  samudrah),  and  is  not  less  needed  to 
make  up  the  tale  of  words  as  enumerated  in  the  ending,  which 
counts  "  twelve  "  after  avahat,  while  without  bandhuft  there  are 

i.  pranava^  okdratn^  *ard/i^trtiyamdtram  eke  bruvate*:  *eka 
dcdryd  ardhatrtlyam,dtram  *  dhur  ity  arthah^.  *ardhain'  trttyam 
yayos  te  ardhatrttye:  ardh^itrttya^ndtre' ya^d  ^sdv*  ardhatrtiya- 
rndtrah*.  yat/id^^:  ^^om  ishe  tvd:  samudro  bandhuh:  om: 
om  brahm,a  samdhattam:  yebhya^  cdi  ^nat  prdhuh: 
om^\    kdlanirnaye  'py  evam  '*  varnitam : 

svddhydydrambha^hasya  ^*pranavasya  svarasya  ca^*: 
adhydya»yd^*  ^^'^nuvdkasyd  ''tUe  sydd  ardhatrttyatd^^. 
tu^ahd^isya^'^   prayojanam,  myyate:  samdhyak^hardndm   veda- 
pranuvaiW^  cd  ^ntard  tathe  Hi  kdlanirnaye :  samdhyaks/iardndm 
^^hrasvd  na  santV*  '^i"  pdnintye  'py  okdramdtrasya^^  dtrghakdlo^^ 
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only  eleven.  This  is  a  very  strange  fact,  and  calls  for  a  wider 
examination  of  Taittirfya  manuscripts,  to  see  if  any  of  them  have 
saved  the  lost  final  word. 

Then  is  quoted  a  verse  "  from  the  Kalanirnaya,"  to  the  effect 
that  "  the  quantity  of  two  and  a  half  moras  belongs  to  the  pranava 
and  to  a  vowel  forming  the  beginning  or  end  (?)  of  a  passage  that 
one  reads  in  the  Veda,  also  at  the  end  of  a  chaj)ter  or  section." 
The  Kalanirnaya  quoted  here  and  below  must,  of  course,  be  a 
very  different  work  from  that  of  Msldhava  bearing  the  same  title 
(Weber's  Catalogue  of  the  Berlin  Sanskrit  MSS.,  No.  1166). 

In  explanation  of  the  word  tu  in  the  rule,  another  half-verse, 
from  which  I  extract  no  suitable  meaning,  is  quoted  from  the  Kala- 
nirnaya, and  the  authority  of  Panini  is  further  appealed  to  to  prove 
that  among  the  diphthongs  there  is  no  short  quantity :  hence  for 
simple  o  long  quantity  is  determined :  here,  "  however"  {tu)^  when 
the  diphthong  stands  in  pranava^  that  quantity  is  negatived ;  and 
(quoting,  apparently,  another  half-verse)  for  the  pranmm^  as  occur- 
ing  in  the  Veda,  is  prescribed  long  quantity  along  with  [the  quan- 
titv  of?]  a  ///.  Tliat  is  to  say,  the  tu  intimates  a  denial  of  the 
ordinary  quantity  of  the  diphthong  o.  And  the  remark  is  finally 
added  that  a  difference  of  quantity  is  to  be  recognized  in  the 
different  pranavas. 

i<lrlH<lrlMf|HIHf  ^rfFT^f^i^irl  ^FTFR:  II  :^  II 

2.  9^ityayana  says  it  is  to  be  uttered  with  either  one  of  acute, 
grave,  or  circumflex. 

The  comment  simply  paraphrases  the  rule,  adding  nothing  in  its 
explanation — not  even  telling  us  in  what  relation  it  standH  to  rule 
7,  and  whether  ^^^^y^^y^"*  would  let  us  give  the  word,  in  any 
given  case  of  its  use,  whatever  accent  we  chose,  or  would  have  us 
governed  by  reasons  in  our  choice  between  the  three  accents. 

nirHpitah^^:  iha  tii^*  pranavast/iatvrfvi^shen^f^*  ^sdn  kd/o  nishidh- 
yate:  mdasthapranave^^  tu  sydt  ^^samakdradvi/ndtrate^^  Hi,  ^''pra- 
navavi^he  Jedlavi^haJ/''  pratyetavyah. 

'  W.  B.  -ve;  G.  M.  -veita.  *  W.  B.  omkd-.  <=*)  O.  -tiyamdvafe.  «^>  G.  M.  0. 
om.  *  B.  ins.  Ui.  (•>  W.  ardhcUrtiyamdtraik  bruuafe  :  pranave  ok4ra/m.  '  B.  0. 
ardkou     *•  G.  M.  0.  miHre.     *  G.  M.  -tiyas  tarn;  0.  ttyamds  tarn  :  sdrdhadvimdtt a 

ity  artfiah.     ">  W.  B.  0.  om.     <")  G.  M.  « am- :  o/ii :  ye- ;  om  :  itfk- ; 

am  :   brah- ;    om  :    bhad- ;   om  :  di ;    oih  ;    0.  nam- ;   ye- ; 

ish- ;  brah- "  B.  ins.  ca.     <''*>  B.  pranavdsvarataeya      '■*  B.  adhydyar 

cd.  <'*)  G.  M.  'kaaya  tv  ante  'to  'rdhatr-:  0.  -tiye  td.  '*  B.  nwf-;  G.  M.  antar-. 
"  G.  M.  -daH  ca  pr-;  0.  -dam' c.  prdnavdrii.  <'**>  0.  -svo  nd  'sti.  *'  W.  om.  iti. 
*»  0.  okdrasya.  »'  W.  G.  M.  -le.  «  G.  M.  -te.  *»  B.  cm.  ^  0.  -.^fidd;  G.  M  skn- 
nod.  **  W.  B.  O.  -aya  pr-.  ^  B.  -kdlodv-;  G.  M.  -kdle  dv-;  O  -kdre  dvimdtreie. 
^  G.  }A.  pranavaaija  i^f^Jiah. 

2.  uddttdfiuddttanvantdndm  niadhye  kasmin^  cit  avare  pratia- 
vah  prayokUtvya  iti  ^ditydyano  briite,    yathd :  o  ///. 

0.  substitutes  tUte  anuddtte  svarite  vd  eshd  madhyaiamena  svarena  prayoktavya 
gydd  i  fdUydyanamah  dcdryo  manyate  :  os  os. 
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HfVA^^W   *ifUi->4W  II  ^  II 

3.  According  to  Kaii^dinya,  it  is  a  sustained  pracaycu 

I  have  ventured  to  translate  the  word  dhrta  in  dhrtapracaya  by 
^  snstained^^  but  without  feeling  sure  that  it  might  not  have  been 
better  to  follow  the  lead  of  the  commentator,  who  treats  dhrtapra- 
eaya  as  equivalent  to  simple  pracaya.  He  brings  up,  it  is  true, 
the  objection  that  in  xix.2  the  use  of  the  term  pracaya  itself  is 
attributed  to  this  same  Kaundinya,  and  that  hence  it  should  have 
been  used  here ;  but  replies  *'  not  so ;  by  this  pair  of  words,  even, 
an  appellation  is  given :  th^is,  namely :  on  the  principle  that  even 
where  there  is  no  difference  of  meaning  there  may  be  a  difference 
of  application,  the  teacher  exhibits  a  nicety  of  application:  other 
examples  of  the  principle  are  the  names  [of  the  second  Pandava] 
Bhtmasena  and  Bhf  ma,  [of  one  of  ^iva's  wives]  Bhama  [G.  M.  say 
Satya]  and  ISatyabhama,  ptdhdna  and  opidhdna^  dipa  and  pra- 
dipiA^*  The  pracaya  is  defined  as  the  fourth  accent ;  and  O.  adds 
that  it  is  to  be  explained  in  the  twenty-first  chapter  (namely,  at 
xxi.  10,11):  it  is  there  said  to  be  of  the  same  tone  as  adldtta, 
*  acute ;'  so  that,  unless  dhrta  is  to  be  regarded  as  signifying  a 
modification,  one  does  not  see  in  what  respect  Kaundinya^s  opinion 
differs  from  that  of  Valmiki,  given  in  rule  6  of  this  chapter. . 

W^^  ^  c||=HIMIi|:  II 8 II  * 

4.  That  application  of  the  voice  is  with  middle  tone. 

The  meaning  of  th'is  precept  is  very  obscure,  and  the  commen- 
tator's exposition  does  not  give  the  impression  that  he  compre- 
hended it.  According  to  him,  the  sa,  '  that,'  points  us  back  to  the 
utterance  as  prescribe<l  by  Kaundinya  in  the  preceding  rule :  in 
whatever  pitch  of  voice  the  application  is  made,  the  pranav a  is  to 
be  used  with  medial  effort,  or  with  one  that  takes  into  account  the 


3.  kdundinyasya^  mate  pranavo  d/irtapracayo  bhavati :  catur- 
thah'  ftvaro  dhrtapracaya  iti  kathyate.  nanu  pracay ap drvap 
ea  kdundinyasya  (xix.2)  itivat pracaya  ity  etdvatdi  ^vd  ^lam: 
*kim  dhrta^bdena.  mdi  ^vam:*  padadvayend  '/>//  anena  ndma- 
dheyam  abhidhtyate*:  tathd  hi:  arthabhednbhdve^  *pi  prayoga- 
hhedo*  'stt  Hi  prayogacdtury(mi'  dcdryah  prakatayati:  yathd: 
bhtmcueno*  bhtmah:  bhdmd*  satyahhdmd  *V  pidhdnam  apidhd- 
nam  :  dipah  pradipa  ityddi. 

»W. -nya.  «  B.  G.  M. -tfto.  <^  O.U.dhrta^bdofidma  :  t^.^m.  *  G.  M.  etd  "6*-. 
*  B.  ardhabh-;  G.  M.  iUham  bhe-.  «  B.  -gaprahh-.  ^  W  -gdntaracd-.  »  W.  -ne;  R 
-no.     •  G.  M.  om.     '*  G.  M.  ins.  saiyd, 

O.  substitutes  dhftakprciciNfo  ndma  turiyasvamk'aa  evdi  ^ktivifise  'nuvdke  vak^ 
yate  dhrtapracaya  iH  ndmadheyam  praydndm  apt  vyapadifycUa  Hi  kaundimya  ded- 
ryo  manyaU  dhrtapracayak  pranaro  hhavati  yathd  om  Hi :  uddUe^pracayo  jmlyo- 
bhedam  tat  tvarav^ikdnakf^tam  phcUam  amuhyate. 
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combination  of  high  and  low  tone.  The  relation  of  vdk  in  the 
compound  is  described  as  that  of  a  locative  case,  and  the  word  is 
paraphrased  by  vdcah  sthdne^ '  in  position  (i.  e.,  I  presume, '  qual- 
ity' or  *  temperament :'  compare  xxiLll,  xxiii.4,5)  of  voice.' 


FsrRrT: 


MIItHMMIMUIMI:  ii H  ii 


6.  According  to  Plakshi  and  Plakshayaria,  it  is  circumflexed. 

This  rule  is,  along  with  its  three  predecessors,  pronounced  by 
the  commentator  unapproved. 

i^Ml    olltrHi*:  M  \ II 

6.  According  to  VSlmiki,  it  is  acute. 

This  is  the  only  rule  in  the  chapter,  except  the  first,  which  the 
commentator  allows  to  stand  as  approved.  In  his  school,  then,  the 
vowel  part  of  the  sacred  exclamation  is  to  be  two  and  a  half  moras 
long,  and  of  acute  tone.  This  agrees  with  the  teaching  of  the  Vaj. 
(il51)  and  Rik  (xv.3)  Pniti9akhyas,  save  that  these  give  (what  is 
really  equivalent  to  the  same  thing)  three  moras  to  the  whole  word 
om;  and  the  Rik  Pr.  mentions  other  opinions  both  as  to  its  quan- 
tity and  its  accent. 

.  7.  All  allow  that  it  may  also  be  according  to  the  application. 

The  commentator  first  quotes  an  absurd  opinion  of  M&hisheya's, 
to  the  effect  that  ijathAprayogam^  '  according  to  the  application,' 
here  means  ucUltta^  '  acute ;'  but  then  goes  on  to  set  forth,  as  given 
by  Vararuci,  what  appears  to  be  the  real  meaning  of  the  rule: 
namely,  that  with  whatever  tone  the  passage  to  be  read  [i.  e.  its 
beginning]  is  used,  that  tone  is  to  be  given  also  to  the  introductory 
exclamation.     Thus,  before  ishi  tvd  (i.1.1  et  al.),  which  begins  witn 

4.  prayujyata  iti  prayogah :  madhyameno  ^ccantcasamdhdravi' 
cakshanena  prayatnena  pranavah  \'  yatra^  kracana  vdca  sthdne* 
prttyogo  hhavnti  sa*  itl  kdundinydbhimatah  pilrvokto  grhyate, 
vdci  prayogo  vdkprayogah, 

'  W.  -vd;  G.  M.  -vah  prayoktaijyah.     -  W.  anych.     "  W.  B.  -na.    *  B.  om. 
0.  substitutes  ko  'ya/it  pranavo  ii*htia  cdvaprayogah  [i.  e.  vdkpr-^  kdtuiinyamatam 
ddi^a  yatra  kvacana  stiUine  diyate  :  tena  madhyamena  svarena  prayoktavyah. 

5.  pldkshipldkshdyanoyoh  '  pakshe'  svarito  bhavati, 
ndi  ^tat  sUtracatuahtayam  iahtam, 

'  0.  ins.  deary ayor.     *  0.  mate;  G.  M.  0.  add pranava. 

6.  vdlmiker  mcUe pranava  uddtto  bhavati.^ 
>  0.  adds  yathd. 
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grave,  the  om  is  to  be  grave;  before  Ci'pa  undantu  (L2.1*:  want- 
ing in  W.  B.),  acute;  before  vyVddharn  (v.l.2>:  W.  B.  have 
instead,  evidently  as  a  corrupt  reading  only,  vyHdha/i,  with  which 
word  no  anuvdka  in  the  Sanhita  begins),  circumflex. 

The  rule  is  declared  unapproved — rather  hard  treatment  for  one 
which  professes  to  lay  down  a  principle  accepted  by  all  authorities. 


CHAPTER    XIX. 

Contents:  1-2,  occurrence  of  vikrama^  between  syllables  of  hiprh  tone;  3-6,  of 
kampa^  in  a  circumflex  followed  by  a  circumflex. 

1.  Where  a  syllable  of  low  tone  occurs  between  two  circum- 
flex svllables,  or  two  acute,  or  two  of  which  either  one  is  acute 
and  the  other  circumflex,  that  is  vikramu. 

The  commentator  paraphrases  the  rule  fes  if  anyaUiratah  meant 
'  between  a  preceding  circumflex  and  a  following  acute,'  and  the 
following  uddttasvaritayoh  '  between  a  preceding  acute  and  a  fol- 

» 

7.  yathdprayoga^ahdeiio^  \idtto  'bhidhiyata  itt  milhiaheyapor 
kahah:  pranave?  yathdprayogaih  vd  huryCid  Hi  sarvcsharn  rs/u- 
ndm  matam.  mirarucipafcshas  tu  vakshyate:  adhyeshyamdnnm* 
yathdprayogam  yathcividhasvararh  Hathdvidlierta  vd*  svarena 
pranava/i  prayoktavya  iti  sarveshdm  mata/n  Hi,  yftthd*:  is  he 
tve  Hy  anend  '^dhyeshyamdnend*  ''nnddttena  pranavo  'py  anuddt- 
tcih:  ''dp a  undantv  ity  vddUeno  ''ddttaff:  vyrddham  iti*  sva- 
ritena  svaritoh. 

ne  ^darh  siltram  ishtattt, 

O.  (corrected  a  little)  substitutes  yathdvidhena  avarenri  'dfiyeshijamdno  bfuivaii : 
taffidvidhena  svaremii  'ra  pranarnJi  prayoktavyah  :  eaho  vd  sarrtshdfn  deary dndm 
sddhdranapranavatridhir  bhavH :  ishe  tve  ^ty  etad  adhye^^hyamdnena  vddtUUi  pra- 
navo vaJctavyak:   dp  a ity  uddifah:   vyrddham  iti  m^antah  :  dcdryagraha- 

i^rh  teshdm  kirtyarihad)  :  pakshapaHgrahavi^ndnattadrsktah  parikalpand  :  ne  'dam 
suiram  ishtam. 

iti  tribhdshy  art  line  prdti^dkhynvivarane. 
ashtdda^o^  'dhydytih. 

'  W.  -gasa^.  *  G.  M.  -vam.  ^  NV.  adhyeprathamdnam.  ^^>  G.  M.  -vidha.  *  W. 
B.  om.  •  W.  dhyayamdnd;  B.  -mdnd.  r»)  W.  B.  om.  **  W.  B.  om.  •  G.  M.  O. 
dvitiyaprofne  ahash^io. 
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lowing  circumflex.'  He  adds  examples  of  a  vikrama  syllable  in 
each  of  the  four  defined  positions :  namely  yd  'sya  svd  'gnta  tdm 
dpi  (v.7.9* :  G.  M.  O.  omit  the  last  two  words),  vddhavi  (i.6.2*  et 
ah),  dhdnvand  gd'h  (iv.6.6*),  and  tdsya  kvd  mivargd  lokdh{iiQ, 
5*:  O.  omits  the  last  word,  G.  M.  the  last  two).  In  the  third 
example,  the  circumflex  by  which  the  vikrama  syllable  is  preceded 
is  the  enclitic ;  this  shows  us  (what  we  should  have  inferred  with- 
out it)  that,  as  regards  the  application  of  the  present  precept,  no 
distinction  is  made  between  the  independent  and  the  enclitic  cir- 
cumflex. As  an  example  of  the  use  of  the  term,  and  showing  the 
necessity  of  its  definition  here,  is  quoted  rule  xvii.6,  where  we  are 
told  that  Paushkarasadi  asserts  the  utterance  of  avdra  ('  circum- 
flex') and  vikrama  with  a  firmer  eflbrt.  The  word  occurs  else- 
where only  at  xxiii.20  and  xxiv.o,  where  we  have  no  assurance  that 
it  signifies  the  same  thing  as  here.  It  is  found,  among  the  other 
Pri\ti9akhyas,  in  that  to  the  Rig- Veda  only,  and  has  there  no  such 
meaning. 

The  vikrama  is  marked  by  the  usual  sign  of  low  tone,  the  hori- 
zontal stroke  beneath.  The  following  rule,  as  we  shall  see,  extends 
its  definition  so  as  to  include  nearly  all  the  syllables  so  marked. 

Tlie  construction  of  sa  in  the  rule,  as  agreeing  in  gender  with 
vikrama/ty  though  referring  to  nicam  {aksharam),  was  alluded  to 
above,  under  v.  2. 


gTiM'^cfj^    *1fl!^-MW  u:^ii 


2.  As  also,  according  to  Kauiidinya,  when  a  pra^aya  precedes. 

The  pracaya  (see  xxi.  10,11)  is  the  scries  of  unaccented  syllables 
following  a  circumflex  (enclitic  or  uidependent)  in  connected  dis- 
course, and  uttered,  save  the  one  next  preceding  another  following 
circumflex  or  an  acute,  in  the  tone  of  acute.     This  last  one  of  the 


1.  ^yatra  '  svaritayor^  madhya  *  uddttayor  vd*  htyatarato  ve  Hi 

svaritoddttayor  ve^  "^ty  arthah:   *   uddttastiaritayor  vd"*  madhye 

nicath  yad  aksharain  sa  vikramo^  bhavati,    svaritayar*  madhye 

yathd :  yo ' ^uddttayor  yathd^^:  vodhave,    svaritoddttayw 

yaXhd :   dh anv- nddttasimritayor  yathd  :  tasya vi- 

kramaaamjndydh    prayojanam:    svdravikramayor    drdha- 

prayatnatara  (xvii.6)  iti, 

<*)  0.  yad  dvayor.  *  B.  G.  M.  ins.  sthale.  '  G.  M.  ins.  vd.  *  G.  M.  om.  *  G.  M. 
om.  vd.  •  G.  M.  ins.  iti  vd.  '  0.  om. ;  G.  M.  put  after  madhye.  **  G.  M.  -masam- 
jAo.    »  0.  tayor.    i^^  0.  om. 

2.  cakdro*  vikrama  itijhdpayati:  ^kdundinyasya  mata  uddtta- 
parah  svaritaparo  vd  pracayapiirvap  ca  vikrama  vijneyah,    uddt- 

taparo  yathd :  pary .^    »varitaparo  yathd :  up ar- pra- 

cayah pHrvo  yawndd  *asdu  pracayapdrvah,* 

»  G.  M.  0.  pofohdo.     ^  W.  om.     (^  G.  M.  sa  tathoktak. 
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series,  which  retains  its  grave  tone,  is  here  declared  to  be,  on 
Kaundinya's  authority,  likewise  entitled  to  the  appellation  vikramcL 
This  makes  the  term  apply  to  all  syllables  in  the  sa/hhitd  that  are 
marked  by  the  horizontal  stroke  below,  excepting  those  which, 
after  a  pause,  precede  the  first  accented  syllable.  The  commenta- 
tor cites  two  examples:  pdry  avadatdth  yd'  yajni  diydte  (i.7.2^: 
lost  in  W. ;  only  O.  has  the  last  two  words)  and  updrishtdllakshmd 
ydjyd^  (ii.6.23-*  et  al.),  in  the  first  of  which  the  pracaya  is  followed 
by  an  acute,  in  the  second  by  a  circumflex. 

It  is  to  be  observed  that  the  mkrama  appears,  so  far  as  this 
treatise  is  concerned,  to  be  a  mere  name ;  no  peculiarity  of  tone  is 
claimed  to  belong  to  it :  the  other  treatises  offer  nothing  analogous. 

As  nothing  is  said  of  the  non-approval  of  the  rule,  we  may  regard 
it  as  accepted  in  the  school  represented  by  the  commentator. 

3.  According  to  some,  in  a  circumflex  syllable  that  is  followed 
by  a  circumflex,  quarter  mora^  are  so. 

I  have  rendered  this  rule  according  to  my  own  persuasion  of  its 
true  meaning,  and  not  at  all  in  conformity  with  the  interpretation 
of  the  commentator,  who  says  "  yama  [  W.  alone  says  dviyama]  is 
a  synonym  of  svarita:  where  there  are  two  such  yamas^  without 
intervention  of  anything,  that  is  a  dviyama;  what  is  followed  by 
such  a  dviyama^  that  is  dviyamapara :  in  the  former,  and  also  in 
the  latter,  where  there  is  a  third  yanm  [so  in  G.  M.,  which  is  the 
best  reading:  the  others  perhaps  mean  triyarne\  wjiatever  circum- 
flexed  materials  there  are,  all  those  are  depressed  at  the  end  to  the 
extent  of  a  quarter-mor« ;  so  some  think.  An  example  of  a  dvi- 
yama is  th  'nyd  'nydsmdi  (ii.2.11*:  but  B.  G.  M.  have  instead 
U  *nyd  'nydm,  vi.1.5');  of  a  dniyarmtpara,,  sd  'pd  'bhy  dmriyata 
Tvi.  1 . 1  ^ ;  4.2 3).  Whence  do  we  derive  the  implication  ' at  the  end  ?' 
irbm  the  precept '  and  likewise,  at  the  end  of  a  word  are  kampas, 
quarter-moras  depressed   at   the   end.'     And   the   implication  of 

3.  yama^abdaiy  svaritaparydyah :  dvdu  yamdu  yatra  depe 
7idirantaryend*  vartete  sa  dviyaynah:  taamin:  dviyatnah  paro 
yasmdd  asdu  dviyamaparah :  tasmiiip  ca  dviyame^  sati  ydh*  sva" 
ritaprahrtayas  tdh  sarvd  antato  'nu?ndtrd^  nihatd*  bhavantt  Hy 

eke  many  ante,    dviyamo  yaihd :  te .*   ''dviyamaparo  yathS: 

80 agitata*  iti  katluxm,  prattyate :  paddnte  ca*  tathd^*  kampd 

antata  nihatdnukd^^  iti  vaeandd  iti  hriimah:  nihataiW^  tu  svari- 
lay  or  inadhye  yatra  nicam  (xix.l)  ity^^  etatsdrhnidhydl  la- 
hhyate,    pikshd  cdi  ^vam  vaks/iyatf*: 

nityo  *bhinihatap^^  cdi  'ya  kshdiprah pra^iahta  eva  ca: 

ete  svdrdh^*  prakampante  yaJtro  ''ccasvaritodayd^''  itV*: 

^hasyo  ''ddttatd  vd  sydt  svdratd^*  vd  t^yavasthaye  Hi: 
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depression  comes  by  vicinage  from  rule  1,  above,  where  a  syllable 
of  low  tone  between  two  that  are  circumflexed  is  spoken  of.  This 
seems  to  me  entirely  inadmissible.  In  yama  as  a  synonym  oi  sva- 
rita^  and  meaning  '  circumflex,'  I  cannot  in  the  least  believe ;  and 
the  designation  of  a  case  of  three  successive  circumflexes  as  dni- 
yamapara  would  be  excessively  awkward,  even  without  the  omis- 
sion of  the  ca^ '  and,'  which  would  be  needed  to  connect  it,  in  that 
signification,  with  dviyama.  On  the  other  hand,  dviyama,  'of 
double  pitch,'  is  an  entirely  natural  and  acceptable  synonym  for 
svarita^  'circumflex,'  the  essential  characteristic  of  which  is  that  it 
combines  the  high  and  the  low  tone  within  the  limits  of  the  same 
syllable ;  and  "  a  circumflex  followed  by  a  circumflex "  includes 
every  possible  case.  The  limitation  "at  the  end"  is  properly 
enough  left  to  be  understood  from  the  nature  of  the  case ;  but  that 
the  predicate  "  depressed,"  the  most  important  part  of  the  precept, 
should  remain  to  be  inferred  by  vicinage  only,  and  from  the  subject, 
not  the  predicate,  of  the  two  preceding  rules,  is  not  to  be  tolerated. 
And  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  tdh  in  the  rule  is  the  predicate,  and 
represents  vikrama,  its  gender  and  number  being  adapted  to  tliose 
of  anumdtrdh  by  the  grammatical  figure  anyonyctnvaya,  to  which 
the  commentator  ^e  under  ii.7,  v.2)  has  several  times  appealed  in 
other  like  cases.  There  remains,  as  the  only  diflSculty,  the  plural 
number  of  both  words :  we  should  certainly  expect  rather  sd  *//w- 
mdtrd;  but  even  if  we  have  to  let  this  pass  unexplained,  it  is 
vastly  more  easy  to  get  along  with  than  the  difliculties  which  beset 
the  other  interpretation.  One  hardly  dares  presume  to  suggest 
that  the  present  reading  is  the  result  of  an  alteration,  made  after 
the  meanmg  given  in  the  comment  was  ascribed  to  the  rule. 

The  commentator  goes  on  to  guote  a  verse  from  the  ^il^sha,  to 
the  effect  that  the  four  kinds  of  mdependent  circumflex  (see  xx.l, 
2,4,6)  suffer  karnpa  when  they  precede  either  an  acute  or  a  circum- 
flex. This  verse  is  (save  that  it  gives  the  Taittiriya  instead  of  the 
Rik  names  to  the  accents)  the  same  with  that  which  is  interpolated 
in  the  Rik  Pr.,  at  the  end  of  the  third  chapter  (iii.l9).  He  adds 
ftiither,  in  another  half-verse,  doubtless  from  the  same  authority, 
that  "  of  the  remainder,  there  mav  either  be  the  quality  of  acute  or 
of  circumflex,  respectively ;"  and  explains  this  "  respectively  "  as 

vyavasthd^bdend'*nena^^  dvividhaJi  kampa  uktah:  smhhitdydm 
svaritakampa*^  itaravedabhdga^^  uddtta kampa**  Hi  ye**  kampd/i 
prasiddhds**  teahv  "  etal  lakshanam  na  tu  kampa vidhdyakam  : 

anyathd  yo itydddu  kampah  praaqjyeta, 

ne  ^darh  sUtram  ishtam, 

*  W.  dviy-.  '  W.  noran-;  0.  norantatary-.  «  G.  M.  trtiyayame.  *  W.  yam ;  M. 
vd.  *  0.  -tra.  •  W.  niyatd;  B.  abhihutd;  G.  M.  'bhihitd.  (')  0.  om.  »  0.  ar,ta. 
•  0.  ka.  »•  W.  B.  yathd.  "  0.  hi  hat-.  »«  G.  nihit-;  0.  -tutvam.  '»  B.  om.  »  0. 
-te.  "  B.  'hUof,  '•  G.  M.  8var-.  "  W.  trasv-:  M.  ccdccasv-;  0.  ccaxyasv-;  G.  M. 
-ydd;  0.  -ye.  "  0.  om.  '•  B.  -tor;  G.  M.  avarito.  ^  W.  iite;  0.  om.  anena. 
"  W.  tah  k-;  B.  -ta  uktah  h-.  «  G.  M.  -re  ve-.  »  W.  -ttah  k-.  «  W.  B.  0.  om. 
•»  G.  M.  cm.    ••  B.  0.  ins!  eva. 
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implyinor  that  there  are  two  kinds  of  kampa:  in  the  Sanhita,  that 
before  a  circumflex ;  in  other  parts  of  the  Veda,  that  before  an 
acute ;  and  concludes  the  exposition  with  pointing  out  (if  I  undei^ 
stand  him)  that  thU  is  a  definition  applying  to  those  cases  of  kampa 
which  are  othem'ise  established;  but  that  it  is  not  a  precept 
requiring  kampn^  since  this  would  otherwise  have  to  appear  m  such 
passages  as  yd  ^pii'ra  pa^hpam  veda  (only  G.  M.  have  red^t:  the 
passage  is  not  to  be  found  in  the  Sanhita,  and  |>ossibly  is  intended 
to  be  quoted  from  one  of  those  "  other  parts  of  the  Veda/'  referred 
to  above).     Finally,  he  remarks  that  the  rule  is  unapproved- 

The  term  kampn  is  not  found  anywhere  in  the  text  of  our  Pr&- 
ti^akhya,  or  of  that  of  the  Kiir-Veda,  although  the  commentary  to 
the  latter  (under  iii  3,4).  like  our  own,  employs  it  to  signify  the 
peculiar  modification  undergone  by  the  circumflex,  when  immedi- 
ately followed  by  a  high  tone.  The  Atharva-Prati9akhya  (iiL65) 
gives  to  the  same  modification  the  kindred  name  of  vikffmpita.  It 
is  signified,  in  the  Hik  and  Atharvan  texts  (as  is  fully  explained 
and  illustrated  in  the  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  iiL65),  by  appending  to  the 
vowel  of  the  circumflex  syllable  a  figure,  either  1  or  3,  and  apply- 
ing to  the  figure  the  signs  of  both  circumflex  and  grave  accentua- 
tion. The  theory  of  this  mode  of  designation  is  obscure,  and  no 
account  of  it  is  given  in  any  Prati9akhya,  nor,  so  far  as  I  am  aware, 
in  any  other  Hindu  authoritv  that  has  yet  come  to  light.  We 
should  imagine  the  figure  to  ()e  a  mere  point  (Taptpui  for  an  added 
sign  of  grave  tone,  but  that  there  ap|)ears  in  a  part  of  the  Vedic 
texts  an  accompanying  proloniration  of  the  vikampiUi  vowel  (if 
the  vowel  be  short),  of  which  the  figure,  therefore,  api>ear8  to  be 
the  sign:  of  this  prolongation  the  Prati9akhyas  give  no  hint. 

This  accent  wears  a  quite  peculiar  asj)ect  in  the  Taittiriya  text, 
as  compared  with  those  to  which  reference  has  l)et*n  made.  In  the 
first  jilace,  being  limited  to  the  case  of  a  circumflex  before  a  cir- 
cumflex, it  is  relatively  of  rare  occurrence,  there  being  fewer  exam- 
ples of  it  in  the  whole  Taittiriya-Sanhita  than  in  the  fii*st  book 
alone  of  the  Atharvan  (it  occurs  in  the  former,  if  I  have  overlooked 
nothing,  onlv  at  iL  1.0* ;  2. 1 1  * :  v.4.33 :  vi.1.1 7,5  »,112'S ;  2.2 »»2 ;  3.2*, 
42 ;  4.23,92,10 i ;  6.8 » :  and  in  the  ending  to  v.2.1).  J^econdly,  it  is 
always  intimated  by  an  appended  figure  1,  with  simply  the  mark 
of  anuddtttf  tone,  or  of  vikrama,  written  beneath,  while  the  cir- 
cumflex vowel  retains  the  mark  of  circumflex  accent* — and  this 
is  clearly  the  method  most  easily  defensible  on  theoretic  grounds: 

♦  That  is  to  say,  this  ia  uniformly  the  case  in  my  maniiscript,  which,  for  exam- 
ple, writes  the  commenUitoi's  quoted  instances  as  follows: 

and  the  MSS  of  the  comment  all  add  the  fij?ure  1,  although,  as  everywhere  else,  they 
omit  the  a<'cent  si^rns.  In  the  two  cases  that  occur  in  tlie  part  of  the  Calcutta  edi- 
tion thus  far  printed,  it  seems  to  be  by  mere  unintelligent  blundering  that  the  above 
method  is  departed  from,  a  3  being  added  in  the  one  (ii.1.66),  without  any  sign  of 
vikrama  beneath  it,  and  no  designation  being  attempted  in  the  other  (ii2.116). 
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the  figure  represents  the  quantity  that  is  added  to  the  syllable  to 
make  room  for  the  vikrania  tone  at  the  end,  and  it  gets,  therefore, 
the  vikrama  sign.  Thirdly,  in  the  only  two  passages  (vi.3.42;6. 
8»)  in  which  the  vowel  of  the  circumflexed  syllable  is  short,  it  is 
made  long. 

What  the  commentator  means  by  declaring  the  rule  of  no 
force,  it  is  not  easy  to  say.  It  can  hardly  be  that  his  school 
acknowledged  no  kampa  at  all;  and  we  should  have  expected  him 
rather  to  interpret  into  his  text  the  usage  which  he  and  his  fellow- 
^khifnth  accepted  as  proper — as  he  has  done  in  so  many  other 
cases.  There  appears  to  be  no  discordance  between  the  teachings 
of  the  Prati9akhya  in  this  chapter  and  the  practice  in  the  known 
T&ittiriya  text  (but  see  the  note  on  the  next  rule) ;  the  former,  to 
be  sure,  do  not  fully  explain  the  latter;  but  this  is  the  case  also 
with  the  other  Vedas. 

The  denial  of  kampa  in  a  circumflex  syllable  before  an  acute 
constitutes  the  most  important  and  conspicuous  peculiarity  in  the 
Taittiriya  system  of  accentuation  as  compared  with  that  of  the 
Rik  ana  Atnarvan,  and  also  puts  the  former  at  a  disadvantage  in 
respect  to  clearness.  Its  eifect  is  to  deprive  us  of  any  constant 
means  of  distinguishing  whether  the  syllable  following  a  circum- 
flex is  an  acute,  or  a  grave  with  pracaya  tone  (xxi.lO) ;  and 
whether  that  distinction  shall  be  shown  at  all  depends  upon  mere 
accident.  For  example,  sb  ^smCi't  and  sd  'stndt  would  be  accented 
before  a  pause  precisely  alike ;  and  so  with  any  number  of  acutes 
or  graves  following  a  circumflex  before  a  pause:  e.  g.  ad  'amdd 
dbhaviit  and  sd  'smd'd  yd  vd'i  tdt*  And  even  if,  instead  of  a 
pause,  other  syllables  follow,  there  must  be  at  least  two  grave  syl- 
lables in  succession  to  bring  out  the  true  condition  of  things :  we 
see  that  the  syllable  after  the  circumflex  is  acute  in  hy  ^hd  prthi- 
vyd'h^  but  not  in  fiy  ttdd  dsvd'/j^  and  the  samhitd  does  not  tell  us 
whether  in  so  ^swdd  etarhi  the  asm  at  is  accented  or  toneless,  f 
And  so  often  does  this  ambiguity  arise,  that  in  the  first  chapter  of 
the  third  book  there  are  not  less  than  twenty  cases  oi pracayas^  all 
whose  syllables  except  the  last  admit  of  bemg  understood  as  true 
acutes. J  Other  possible  cases  of  ambiguity,  of  less  frequency  and 
importance,  I  pass  without  notice. 

This  same  peculiarity  belongs  also  to  the  existing  Taittirlya- 
Brahmana  and  Aranyata,  so  that  the  commentator's  allusion  to 
"  other  parts  of  the  Veda  "  as  differing  from  the  Sanhita  in  respect 
to  kampa  is  of  doubtful  meaning. 

•Thus,  %     >i'HKH'2|H    I  and  HfT     ^¥\\^\     %     ?{?][  I 

t  Thus,  ^  rj^fo^:  aud  ^h\o||:  and  ^  JH  \\r\  i^ 

X  Thus,  ^  vicf(|4^qri  5T5rr»*  may  ^e  either  so  'kdmayaia  prajd'h  or 
86  'M'mdydtd  prajd'h. 
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4.  In  that  very  material. 

The  commentator's  interpretation  of  this  rule  is  just  as  violent 
and  unsatisfactory  as  is  that  which  he  gave  of  its  predecessor,  and 
with  which  he  forces  it  into  strange  connection.  He  says,  "  in  a 
dvlyama  passage  there  is  depression  to  the  extent  of  a  qnarter- 
mora  only  in  that — namely,  the  former — circumflex  material ;  but, 
in  a  passage  where  a  doiyama  follows,  there  is  depression  to  the 
extent  of  a  quarter-mora  of  the  two  former  materials ;  but  they  do 
not  all  share  in  the  quarter-mora  effect :  that  is  what  the  eva  means. 
And  Kauhaleya  says  thus:  'of  two,  the  former  is  anumdtrika;  of 
three,  the  two  former  are  anumdtrika;  beyond  that,  the  natural 
condition  holds.' " 

I  think  we  can  have  no  hesitation  whatever  as  to  rejecting  this : 
if  the  treatise  had  been  intending  to  say  what  is  here  claimed,  it 
would  have  said  it  in  a  very  different  manner.  What  b  really 
meant,  may  be  much  more  doubtful ;  but  I  imagine  that  we  are 
directed  to  find  our  quarter-mora  of  vikrama  in  the  very  substance 
of  the  circumflex  syllable  itself;  that  is  to  say,  not  m  any  pro- 
traction of  it ;  and  so,  that  that  treatment  of  the  case  which  is 
signified  by  the  inseition  of  a  figure  after  the  circumflex  vowel  is 
rejected.  This,  if  established,  would  make  the  doctrine  of  the 
authorities  {eke,  rule  3)  here  reported  in  fact  discordant  with  the 
practice  followed  in  the  recorded  text. 


7\  fjf^m^  ?T  q[^WiiH" 


5.  Not  in  the  former  teaching. 

A  rule  of  very  obscure  import,  and  respectii^g  which  the  com* 
mentator  has  only  his  guesses  to  give  us.  He  ventures  two :  first, 
that  pdroa^dstra  signifies  the  rule  respecting  vikrama^  and  that  in 
it  this  affection  of  the  quarter-mora  finds  no  place ;  second,  that 
pHroa^dstra  means  the  first  rule  of  the  chapter  (which  amounts, 
so  far,  to  the  same  thing  with  the  other),  and  that  the  name  of 

4.  doiyamasthaU   pHruasydm    ^eva    tasydm^    svaritaprakrtdv 

anumdtray(f  '/>**  nihatatvam*  bhanati:  dviyamapare  tu*  sthale 

pHrvayor  eva  prakrtyor*  anumdtrayd'  nihata^vam^  bhavati:  na 

tu'  tdh  sarvd  anukdryahJidja^^  ity  evakdro  bodhayatL    evam  eva 

kduhaleya^^  dha:  doayoh  pHrvo^^  'numdtrikas^*  trishu  ^*  pHrvdv^* 

anumdtrikdv^*  uttarah^^  prakrtye  Hi, 

(»)  W.  aparcLsydm.  *  B.  -irayo;  G.  M.  nnumdtram  a.  •  0.  om.  *  B.  -hU-. 
»  G.  M.  tat.  •  B.  -iydyo.  '  B.  numatrayor;  G.  M.  anumdtrdyd.  •  B.  -AO-.  •  W. 
0.  nu,  *®  G.  M.  anuk-;  0.  anumdtrarh  bhqjate.  "  W.  -Ity a.  '*  W.  -nw;  B.  0. 
-rvah.  »»  W.  B.  0.  ant*-;  ILO.  -trakaa.  »*  W.  ins.  ca.  "0.  piirvo  vd;  G.  M. 
p&rvo  yathd  uparisht-  etc.  (end  of  oomment  to  rule  2,  above)!  **  W.  -kd;  M. 
'trakdv;  0.  -trako  'py.   *"  W.  -rcUak. 
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vikrama^  there  given,  does  not  apply  here  in  the  rule  for  kampa^ 
since,  by  xvii.6,  vikrama  is  uttered  with  a  firmer  effort  of  the 
organs,  while  that  is  not  the  case  with  kampa.  There  is  nothing 
in  either  of  these  proposals  to  commend  it  to  our  acceptance.  If 
we  were  ourselves  to  guess,  we  should  perhaps  say  that  the  refer- 
ence was  to  rule  4  only,  which  teaches  kampa  without  any  pro- 
traction, and  that  this  was  confessed  to  be  a  doctrine  not  Defore 
authoritatively  taught.  But  we  should  not  presume  to  put  the 
conjecture  forward  with  any  confidence. 


CHAPTER    XX. 


Contents:  1-8,  names  of  the  different  kinds  of  circumflex,  independent  and  en- 
clitic; 9-12,  different  degrees  of  force  of  their  utterance. 

1.  When  1,  %  and  u  are  converted  into  y  or  v,  the  accent  is 
kshdipra,  if  they  were  acute. 

The  conversion  of  e,  *,  and  u  into  y  or  t?  is  by  rule  x.l5 ;  H  does 
not  fall  under  such  a  rule  on  account  of  its  being  always  jt?ra^raAa 
(iv.5).  Rule  X.16  prescribes  the  conditions  under  which  a  circum- 
flex accent  is  the  result  of  such  a  conversion ;  and  the  addition  of 
itdattayoh  to  the  present  rule  is  wholly  unnecessary — a  case  to 
exercise  the  ingenuity  of  the  commentator  in  defending  the  treatise 
from  the  charge  of  pdunaruktya :  but  either  it  escapes  his  notice, 
or  he  declines  to  touch  it,  as  beyond  his  powers.  Of  course,  if  it 
be  necessary  to  explain  here  that  the  altered  vowel  is  acute,  it 
needs  to  be  added  that  the  following  vowel  is  grave. 

5.  ^ptiroapdstrarh  ndma  vikramavidhih\'  taaminn  etad  arvukdr- 

yam  na  bhavati.    evath  vd  sUtrdrthah:  pHrva^d^tre^  'dhydya- 

prathamasiUre  yd  vikramasamjno  ^ktd  *8d  kampavidhdv  atra*  na 

bhavati:  vikramasya  drdhaprayatnatvdt*  kampasya  tadabhdvdd 

iti.  • 

iti  tHbhdshyaratne  prdtipdkhyavivarane 

ekonavin^o*  *dhydyah, 

<')  W.  strdndm  apt  kram- ;  B.  -stre  'pi  yo  vikr- ;  0.  -dhiva.  *  0.  •rvasutre.  <*>  W. 
-dhdu  ycUra;  G.  M.  ad  ^tra  pracayavidkdu ;  0.  ad  kampcmdhdyakatvajh.  *  Gt.  li. 
'tnaiara  sydL    ^  G.  M.  add  dvdv  arthdu.    *  G.  M.  0.  dvitiyapra^ne  aaptamo. 

1.  uddttayor  ivarnokdrayor  yathopade^pi^  yavakdrabhdve  aati 

yah  svarito  vihitah  sa  kahdlpra  iti  sariyfldyate^,    yathd*:  vy .* 

krdhi uddttayor*  iti  kim :  vaa- ;  anv 

>  W.  -frfir;  0.  -f*.    »  G.  M.  -jfidjdycUe.    »  G.  M.  om.    *  W.  -«a. 
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The  exathples  are  Vj/  hvd'i  ^nena  (v.S.ll^)  and  krdhi'  8V  dsmd'n 
(iv.7.15^);  counter-examples,  where  the  altered  vowel  was  not 
acute,  are  vdsvy  asi  (i.2.5*  et  al.)  and  dnv  enam  fndtd\  which  is 
not,  I  believe,  to  be  found  in  the  Sanhita ;  the  nearest  thing  to  it 
is  dnv  enam  vlprdh  (iv.G.S^);  dnu  tvd  mdtd'  occurs  several  times 
(i.3.10»  et  al). 

All  the  Prati9akhyas  agree  in  calling  this  particular  kind  of  cir- 
cumflex by  the  name  kshdipra  (see  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  iii.58). 

2.  But  where  a  syllable  containing  a  y  or  v  is  circumflexed 
in  a  fixed  word,  being  preceded  by  a  grave  syllable,  or  not  pre- 
ceded by  anything,  that  is  to  be  known  as  nitya. 

This  definition  of  the  original  circumflex  accent,  which  belongs 
to  the  word  in  which  it  occurs,  and  does  not  merely  arise  as  a  con- 
sequence of  the  combination  of  words  into  phrases  (although  ulti- 
mately of  the  same  nature  with  the  kshdipra^  just  described),  is  a 
long  and  awkward  one,  but  fairly  attains  its  purpose :  only  we  do 
not  see  why  the  reading  is  not  anuddttapHrvam  apHroavi  vd,  quali- 
fying akshifram  formally,  as  it  does  logically.  A  syllable  that  has 
tne  circumflex  in  pada-text  (to  which  sthite  pade  is  explained  as 
equivalent),  other\i4se  than  enclitically  after  an  acute,  is  an  origi- 
nal {nitya^  'constant,  invariable')  circumflex.  The  other  Pratiya- 
khyas  (see  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  iii.57)  call  it  jdtt/a,  '  natural' 

The  commentator  defines  aksharam^  'syllable,'  in  the  rule  as 
meaning  svarah,  *  vowel ;'  and,  in  fact,  the  use  of  aksharam  here 
is  somewhat  at  variance  with  the  general  custom  of  the  treatise, 
which  elsewhere  talks  of  the  vowel,  not  the  syllable,  as  having 
tone  (compare  l43,  xiv.29).  He  inserts  sarcatra^  *  everywhere,'  in 
his  paraphrase,  and  then  explains  it,  as  if  it  were  a  part  of  the  rule, 
to  signify  that  the  accent  holds  in  samhitd^  pad*i^  and  jatd  text. 
His  examples  are  vdyanydm  (l8.7*  et  al),  kany^  'ua  tunnd'  (iill. 
11®:  O.  omits  ttinnd)^  tdto  bilvdh  (ill.H^),  nydficam  cinuyd't  (v.5. 
32 :  W.  B.  add,  after  a  pause,  as  if  a  new  example,  aftyancath  [B. 

2.  sayakdrarh  vd  {taiurkdram  vd  ^ksharam^  svara  ity  arthah: 

sthite  pad^  padakdla  ity  arthah  :  yatra  Male  svaryate :  anuddt- 

tapUrve  "  'pDrve*  vd  piXrvdbhdce  *  sati^:  nitya  eve  Hi  sarvatra 

jdniydt:  sarvatre  Hi^  samhitdpadajatdsv  ity  arthah,    yathd:  vdy- 

.•  kanye :.tato .*  nyan- .*  '  kva ;  kvd 

iti jatdydm.  tu^abdo  nitydddv  uccodayavishaye*  no  ^ddttasva- 
ritapara  (xiv.31)  iti  nishedham  nicdrayati.  nanu^  nityah  ka- 
tham  etannishedhavishayah^^:  uddttdt  paro  'nuddtta  "  (xiv. 
29)  itilakshandsambhavdt^*,  atrohfyate:  varnavibhdgaveldydm^* 
uddttapHrvatvam^*  asti:  aamdhdrah  svarita  (L40)  ity  ucca- 
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reads  -cdm],  but  no  such  word  is  to  be  found  in  the  Sanhit^,  and 
•it  is  probably  only  a  blundering  repetition  of  nyancam)^  and  kvd 
jdgati  ca  (vii.1.4^);  and,  from  the  jatd-ie\t^  kvit  ^syd  ^sya  kvd  1 
kv(t  ''sya  (\.^A^\  B.  has  lost  a  part;  it  involves  a  case  of  kampa^ 
with  resulting  prolongation,  and  use  of  the  sign  1 :  see  xix.3). 
Counter-examples  are  given  in  O.  only:  namely,  of  a  circumflex  not 
found  in  packirtext^  vy  ^nd'i  ^nena  (v.3.11^:  the  MS.  has  vevydi), 
dn^dnnah  sarpth  (iv.1.9^;  p.  drd-annah);  of  one.  which  has  an 
acute  before  it,  mdrtydn  dviveya  (v.7.9')  and  sdrvdn  agnt'n  (v.6. 
1^).  We  have  also  one  of  the  common  attempts  to  give  a  profound 
significance  to  the  word  tu^  '  but,'  in  the  rule ;  and,  as  usual,  it  is 
abortive,  involving  difficulties  which  the  commentator  only  pre- 
tends to  get  rid  of  He  says  the  tu  signifies  that,  so  far  as  the 
nitya  circumflex  etc.  (i.  e.  and  the  other  varieties  of  the  independ- 
ent circumflex)  are  concerned,  the  exception  laid  down  in  rule  xiv. 
31 — namely,  that  the  circumflex  character  is  not  retained  before  a 
follo\i^ing  acute  or  circumflex — has  no  force.  But  it  is  objected, 
with  entire  reason,  that  rule  xiv.  31  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
nitya  at  all,  but  only  with  the  enclitic  accent  prescribed  in  rule 
xiv. '2 9.  His  reply  is,  that  in  the  condition  of  complete  separation 
of  sounds,  there  is,  after  all,  a  grave  element  preceded  by  an  acute, 
as  required  in  rule  xiv.29,  the  combination  of  the  two,  by  i.40, 
giving  the  circumflex  character.  Whether  this  implies  his  recog- 
nition of  the  fact  that  the  semivowel  in  every  nitya  syllable  really 
represents  an  acute  vowel,  pronounced  as  such  in  an  earlier  stage 
of  the  language — kvd  being  equivalent  to  /tia,  and  kany(t  to 
kanid — admits  of  question.  He  expounds  (muddttapurce  as  a 
descriptive  instead  of  a  possessive  compound,  and  apdrve  as  a 
substantive  of  the  same  character,  as  if  the  construction  were 
'there  being  a  preceding  grave,  or  there  being  no  preceding 
accent ;'  it  is  doubtless  better  to  supply  in  idea  tasmittn  akshare^ 
and  to  render  '  when  that  syllable  is '  etc.  The  remaining  bit  of 
exposition  is  much  corrupted  in  its  readings,  and  the  drift  of  it  is 
not  clear  to  me.  O.  brings  it  in  very  differently  from  the  rest, 
and  makes  it  involve  an  additional  example,  ydjyd'i  "  ^vd'i  ''nam 
{ii.3.53;  p  yi1jy(X^ ;  d'  .*  evd  .'  enam). 


pdrvatvdf*  svaritasye  Hi  niaJiedfiavishayatvant,  anuddtta^  cd 
^sdu  pilrvap  cd  \tudditapitrva/j :  '•  tasmin:  ^^pdrodbhdvo  'pftrvah  : 
ta8min^\  ^*^dnye  tu  sdraatrapilrvatndt^*  pttrvatvavi^eshanadvor 
yasyd^*  ^nyathd^^  vdiyarthydt^\'  tastndt  tatra^^  nityasvaritatvam^* 
eva  na^*  saihjfidntaram  iti  vijfieyam, 

'  "W.  B.  om. ;  Or.  M .  add  yntra  svaryate.  *  0.  in«.  vd.  *  B.  ora.  *  G.  M.  ins.  vd. 
*  G.  om.  •  0.  pi.  "^  W.  B.  ins. :  anyahcarii  ^  G.  M.  0.  -darkav-;  0.  shayo.  *  G. 
M.  na  tu.  '0  0.  nish-.  "  G.  M.  ins.  svariPim.  '«  0.  laksh-.  '^  aU  xjgg  i^aTe  the 
lingual  L     '*  W.  -rvam.     '*  W.  B.  ucyate  pu-.     '*  W.  ins.  tasmdt.     <")  G    M.  ora. 

<**•)  O.  na  pmya  Uy  arthah  :  sthite  puda  iti  kim:  vy ;  drv- ;  anuddttapuna 

iti  kim:  mart- ;  sar- kicid  ev imucuh :  ydj- ity  ddi  : prdtiha/hnira- 

karttty  evakdmh  :  pod  laamuc^aye  anuddttipiirvatvat;  G.  M.  cunyapuf-vasapurvatvdt ; 
W.  .  .  .  sarvatrd;  B.  bhunye  etc.  '•  W.  purvavi^eshndv- ;  B.  purvcUraviieshandd- ; 
0.  purvavif:  ^  0.  ntathd.  *'  W.  -thynm ;  G.  M.  -ihyam  sydt.  ^  W.  am;  B.  tat; 
0.  tra.    **  W.  0.  nibyatvam;  B.  svaritatvam  nityatvam.    **  B.  ca. 
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8.  If,  moreover,  there  is  an  acute  standing  in  another  word, 
then,  if  there  be  a  circumjQex  resulting  from  a  rule  of  combina- 
tion, iiis  prdtihata. 

The  phraseology  of  this  rule  is  very  peculiar  indeed,  and  its 
peculiarity  hard  to  account  for.  The  Kik  and  Atharva  Pr&ti9jL- 
khyas  distinguish  only  two  kinds  of  enclitic  circumflex. :  the  pdda-' 
vrtta,  in  which  a  hiatus  intervenes  between  the  acute  and  its  suc- 
cessor, and  the  tdiroi^yanjana,  in  which  the  two  are  separated  by 
consonants.  According  to  the  explanation,  now,  of  our  commen- 
tator, the  present  treatise  sets  off  from  the  latter,  as  a  separate 
class,  a  circumflexed  syllable  at  the  beginning  of  a  word,  following 
an  acute  at  the  end  of  the  preceding  worcL  He  gives  us  four 
examples  (of  which,  however,  W.  B.  omit  the  first  two,  and  O.  the 
last  two):  nid'  te  asyd'm  (i.6.12*),  yds  tvd  hrdd'  kirind  (i.4.4t$": 
only  O.  has  kirind)^  is/ti  tvd  (i.1.1  et  al.),  and  tdm  te  dupcdkshdh 
(iiL2.102):  the  second  word  in  each  has  the  prdtihcUa  circumflex. 
As  counter-examples,  we  have  ydn  nydncam  (v.5.3^:  W.  gives 
instead  ydu  ndoam  [iLS.lO*  et  al.],  but  it  does  not  illustrate  the 
point  arrived  at,  and  so  is  doubtless  a  corruption  of  the  other),  to 
show  that  the  following  circumflex  must  be  a  result  of  a  rule  of 
combination,  and  tdyd  devdtayd  (iv.2.92  et  al. :  O.  substitutes  tuB- 
mdd  varupam,  which  is  corrupt ;  I  have  overlooked  it  in  search- 
ing out  the  references,  and  do  not  know  how,  if  it  in  fact  repre- 
sents a  real  citation,  it  ought  to  be  amended),  to  show  that  the 
acute  must  stand  in  another  word. 

In  working  out  this  meaning  for  the  rule,  the  commentator 
declares  api\  *  moreover,'  to  have  the  office  merely  of  bringing 
down  from  the  preceding  rule  the  quality  of  going  before  (pHr- 
vatva) ;  atha,  '  then,'  according  to  him,  either  cuts  off*  the  contin- 
ued implication  of  nitya  ^that  is  to  say,  means  nothing  at  all),  or 
else  gives  the  value  of  a  heading  to  "the  being  preceded  by  an 
acute  standing  in  another  word  " — which  is  wholly  to  be  rejected ; 
in  the  first  place  because  unnecessary  (tasnidt  in  the  next  rule 
having  just  that  purpose),  and  in  the  second  place  because  the 
word  could  at  any  rate  make  a  heading  only  of  what  followed  it  in 
the  rule,  not  of  what  went  before. 


3.  api^hddh  ^pHrvatvamdtrdkarahakah^:  cUhapabdo  nityasayh- 
jfldvynvachedakah  :  n du dpadasthoddttapdrvatvddh  ikdrako*  vd : 
ndndpadasthum  aJcsJiaram  udottapilrvaih^  cet  parato  nicam  sdih- 
hUena  vidhind  svarycUe  cet  sa  prdtihato  'tra*  veditavyah.    *yathd: 

md ;   yaa ;*    ^ishe .*   tarn *    sdmhitene  Hi  kim: 

''yan ndn dpad<i8tham  iti  kim :  tayd ' 

<*>  TV.  purvof  simply.    *  O.  M.  om.  -tva-;  0.  om.  -dir'.    '  0.  -kdro.    ^  G.  IL  om. 
<^>  W.  B.  om. ;  G.  M.  om.  yotM,    ^*)  0.  om.    en  0.  iamadvarupam. 
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If*  this  be  indeed  the  original  intent  of  the  rule,  it  would  seem 
that,  to  the  apprehension  of  the  Hindu  phonetists,  there  was  differ- 
ence enough  between  the  enclitic  circumflex  which  te  in  tdrh  te 
assumes  in  aarUhitd^  having  been  grave  in  padortext,  and  that 
whicli  the  shdh  of  du^cdkshdh  has  in  samhit^  as  well  as  in  pada, 
to  furnish  ground  for  a  difference  of  classification  and  nomencla- 
ture.* But  there  are  various  obstacles  in  the  way  of  our  accept- 
ing the  interpretation  as  satisfactory.  In  the  first  place,  why 
ought  not  the  same  distinction  to  apply  where  the  acute  and  cir- 
cumflex are  separated  by  a  hiatus,  as  well  as  by  consonants?  or 
why,  when  a  circumflex  after  an  acute  in  the  same  word  is  called 
tdirovyafijana^  alike  whether  a  hiatus  or  consonants  intervene, 
should  a  circumflex  after  an  acute  in  another  word  have  a  different 
name  according  as  it  is  preceded  by  a  consonant  or  not  ?  In  the 
second  place,  why  should  the  rule  be  thrust  in  here,  wholly  out  of 
connection  with  the  others  respecting  the  enclitic  circumflex,  and 
with  such  a  frightful  sacrifice  of  that  economy  of  expression  which 
the  aiXtrakdra  proverbially  rates  so  highly  ?  for,  following  rule  7, 
a  simple  ndndpadasthdt  tu  prdtihatah  would  have  done  the  whole 
business,  and  much  more  unequivocally.  Not  one  of  the  other 
treatises  mixes  together  thus  the  enclitic  and  independent  svaritaa^ 
when  they  come  to  be  defined  and  named.  Nor,  again,  does  any 
other  authority  found  a  separate  species  of  accent  upon  the  basis 
here  laid  down.  I  have  been  inclined,  therefore,  to  conjecture  that 
the  rule  ought  to  be  rendered  '  when  there  is  besides  {apt)  a  [pre- 
ceding] acute  in  another  word,  then,  provided  a  circumflex  arises 
as  the  result  of  a  rule  of  combination,  it  i»  prdtihata:^  understand- 
ing an  independent  svarita  (except  a  nitya)  to  be  intended,  when- 
ever that  svarita  was  preceded  by  an  acute,  and  so  held  a  position 
which  would  make  it  an  enclitic  svarita  as  well ;  and  the  reason 
for  thus  calling  attention  to  it  being  that,  as  written,  it  is  not  dis- 
tinguished from  a  mere  enclitic  accent. f  But  there  are  too  many 
difficulties  connected  with  this  interpretation  also  to  allow  of  its 
being  accepted  as  at  all  satisfactory. 

The  Vajasaneyi-Prati9akhya  (i.ll8)  gives  a  special  name,  tdiro- 
virdrfia,  to  the  enclitic  circumflex  which  falls  in  the  pada-text 
upon  the  first  syllable  of  the  second  member  of  a  compound,  under 


*  And  this  difference,  it  should  be  noted,  applies  in  the  same  manner  where 
division  is  made  between  the  two  parts  of  a  compound  word ;  for  the  extant  T4it- 
tiriya  pada-text,  in  marked  contrast  with  those  of  the  other  Vedas,  regards  the 
avaffraha  pause  as  suspending,  like  the  avaadHaj  all  accentual  influence,  and  writes 
fftkrd'vatij  for  example,  in  the  same  fjishion  as  it  writes  fukrdm  :  aaU — that  is  to  say, 

STjpvTSrfTl    I  liistead  of  i^lJfj^'Qlrl  I'  *®  ^^®  ''®®*  would  read. 

t  For  example,  ghrtd'ir  vy  H^yate  (iii.1.1  H)  and  dna^and'h  avishtim  (iii.1.92)  are 
written  precisely  as  if  they  were  ghrtd'ir  vy  udyate  and  dna^nnd'h  sviahtim ;  namely, 

Uf^OtJ^r)  ^^  ^M^IMI*      lt^l^*1*  ^^^  ^*  *^  ambiguity  which 

is  common  to  all  the  Vedic  texts. 

VOL.  IX.  47 


870  TT.  D.  Whitney,  [ 

the  influence  of  an  acute  on  the  final  of  the  first  member,  and  which 
is  therefore  ^separated  by  an  inter\'ening  pause*  from  the  tone 
which  calls  it  forth.  Thus,  the  va  of  pukrd-vati  (as  written  the 
second  time  in  the  first  marginal  note  on  p.  369)  has  a  tdirorirdma 
svarita,  being  marked  by  the  ordinair  «i'ar*^a-sign.  Now  the  ea^ 
as  well  as  the  ^ukra,  in  this  word,  is  to  the  apprehension  of  the 
present  treatise  (i.48)  a  pnda;  and  hence  its  syllable  r<i  appetn 
to  fulfil  all  the  conditions  laid  down  in  rule  2,  just  aboye,  as  dete^ 
mining  a  jdtya  :  it  is  circumflexecl  in  the  pcuiortexi ;  it  is  apHna, 
or  preceded  by  no  other  accent  in  the  same  pnda ;  and  it  is  savor 
kdra,  or  contains  a  v.  Here,  now,  as  it  appears  to  me,  we  have 
the  best  explanation  of  the  yalue,  and  at  the  same  time  of  the  posi- 
tion, and  also,  at  least  in  part,  of  the  phraseology,  of  the  rule 
under  discussion.  This  accent  needs  definition,  Uiough  enclitic, 
immediately  after  the  nitya,  lest  it  be  confounded  with  the  latter: 
"even  if  all  the  conditions  of  the  pre\'ious  rule  are  fulfilled,  if 
there  is  likewise  an  acute  [preceding  the  syllable]  in  another  word, 
and  the  accent  is  one  which  is  produced  by  a  rule  of  combination, 
this  accent  is  not  nitya,  but  prdtihatay 

The  most  conspicuous  difficulty  in  the  way  of  accepting  this 
interpretation  is  the  fact,  already  referred  to,  that  in  tne  extant 
padortext  of  the  Taittiriya-Sanhita  there  is  no  such  circumflex  as 
is  here  assumed ;  the  va  of  ^ukrd-natt^  and  all  other  syllables  in 
like  position,  being  grave,  and  marked  as  such.  But  the  difficulty 
is  more  apparent  than  real,  since  we  have  no  right  to  assume  that 
this  padortext  is  precisely  the  same  with  that  held  by  the  school 
from  which  the  Prati9akhya,  or  this  particular  rule,  emanated: 
they  may  have  accented  their  ingyas^  or  separable  words,  after 
the  same  fashion  which  prevails  in  the  padtt'tAiXt»  of  the  other 
Vedas.  Of  more  account  is  the  awkwardness  of  the  whole  express 
sion,  and  es[)ecially  the  use  of  ndndpadastham  instead  of  avctgra- 
haatham,  which  would  be  the  proper  term  to  use  in  this  treatise 
(compare  149)  in  the  sense  here  in<licated.  But,  if  not  completely 
acceptable,  the  interi)retation  has  more  for  it  and  less  against  it,  in 
my  opinion,  than  either  of  those  given  above. 

Professor  Koth,  in  his  early  digest  of  the  teachings  of  the  Prati- 
cdkhyas  respecting  accent  (introduction  to  the  Xirukta,  p.  IviL  etc>), 
identified  the  prdi>ihata  accent  with  the  tdiromrdma,  but  only  in 
consequence  of  a  misunderstanding  of  the  character  of  the  latter, 
which  he  supposed  (ibid.,  p.  Ixv.)  to  designate  an  enclitic  circum- 
flex separated  by  consonants  from  its  occasioning  acute  in  a  pre- 
ceding word,  thus  giving  it  the  same  meaning  which  is  attributed 
by  our  commentator  to  the  prdtihata  in  the  present  rule.  And 
Weber  (under  Vaj.  Pr.  i.ll8),  while  defining  the  tdirovirdma 
correctly,  repeats  the  same  identification ;  I  do  not  know  whether 
as  taking  it  incautiously  from  Roth,  or  as  having  arrived  by 
conjecture  at  an  independent  inter|)retation  of  our  present  rule. 
He  does  nut  allude  to  any  difficulties  as  connected  with  the  latter, 
nor  state  his  identification  to  rest  upon  a  diffi?rent  basis  from  that 
of  Roth. 
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4.  After  such  a  one,  in  case  of  the  loss  of  an  a,  it  is  aihinihata. 

The  word  tasmdt  the  comment  explains  as  hringing  down  ndnd- 
padaatham  uddttam  from  the  preceding  rule:  'after  an  acute 
occurring  in  another  word-'  But  the  specification  (like  that  of 
uddttayoh  in  rule  1)  is  wholly  unnecessary :  nile  xiL9  prescribes 
the  circumflex  and  defines  its  conditions :  here  we  need  only  to 
have  given  us  the  name  by  which  it  is  to  be  called. 

O.  has  an  independent  exposition,  but  of  equivalent  meaning. 

The  examples  are  sd  'bravit  (ii.1.2*  et  al.)  and  t^  'hruvan  (ii.5.1^ 
et  al.) ;  and  a  counter-example,  where,  as  the  eliding  diphthong  is 
not  acute,  no  circumflex  results,  is  bhrd'jo  'si  devd'ndm  (iiA.S^). 

All  the  other  treatises  (see  note  to  Ath.  Pr  iii.55)  give  to  this 
circumflex  the  name  abhinihita^  of  which  gur  own  term  has  the 
aspect  of  being  an  artificial  variation. 

5.  Where  an  Hb  results,  it  is  praglishta. 

Rule  X.17  prescribes  the  circumflex  to  which  tbe  name  oi  pra- 
^ishfa  is  here  assigned ;  and  the  examples  given  are  to  be  found 
there  also,  being  all  the  instances  save  one  which  the  Sanhita 
aflbrds.  They  read  in  this  place  aitnntyam  iva  (vi.2.4*),  aH^dgdtd 
(viLl.8*),  mdstV  ^ttUhthan  (vii5.2^:  G.  M.  omit  rnd)^  and  dikshU'' 
^padddhdti  (v.  6. 6* :  G.  M.  O.  omit). 

Tlie  same  name  (or,  in  the  Ath.  Pr.,  prd^ishta)  is  given  by  the 
other  treatises  to  the  circumflex  which  results  from  the  fusion  of 
two  short  i's,  the  first  acute  and  the  other  circumflex  (see  note  to 
Ath.  Pr.  iii.66). 

gf^[c|d[rM[    yie^cl-rli  II  ^  II 

6.  Where  there  is  a  hiatus  between  two  words,  it  is  pddavrtta. 

Here  there  is  abrupt  change,  without  notice,  from  the  independ- 
ent to  the  enclitic  circumflex.  The  examples  given  are  td'  asmdt 
srshtd'h  (ii.1.2^:  B.  omits  srshtdh),  sd  idhdnah  (iv.4.4'^),  and  yd 


4.  ^tasmdn  ndndpadasthoddttdt  parabhCltdnuddttdkdrasya'  lope 

sat  I  yah  svaritah  so  ^bhinihato  veditavyah\    yathd:  so ;  te 

tixsmdd  iti  kim :  bhrdjo 

<^)  0.  substitutes  taamdt  sd^it^na  na  svaryamdndrddhe  te  :  sadakdle  asvarita  ity 
arthah  :  akdraXupte  ya  svara  ddi^yaU  so  'bhinihato  ndma  svarito  hhavatf.  *  W.  B. 
-ddUasya;  G.  M.  parabMtdd  anuddttasya  nkdrasya. 

6.  ahhdveyatra  svaryate  sa  pra^ishto  veditavyaJk,    siln- ; 

sUd- ;  mdsil ;  ^dikshU * 

ci)  G.  M.  0.  om. 
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upasddah  (vi2,4*);  while,  as  counter-example,  to  show  that  the 
hiatus  must  be  between  two  padoa,  not  two  parts  of  the  same 
pada,  we  have  prdilgam  ukthdm  (iv.4.2':  this  implies,  of  course, 
that  the  pad< r-text  does  not  treat  the  word  as  a  separable  one). 

The  Rik  Pr.  (iiL9,10)  calls  this  accent  vdivrtta^  and  there  is 
nothing  in  its  definition  or  in  that  of  the  Vaj.  Prat.  (L119)  which 
should  limit  the  accent  to  the  case  of  a  hiatus  between  two  pctdas^ 
or  deprive  the  u  of  such  a  word  as  praUga  of  its  right  to  rank  as 
2Lpddavrtta,     See  the  note  to  the  next  rule. 


7.  Where  an  acute  precedes,  it  is  tdirovyanjana. 

The  form  of  this  rule,  again,  is  almost  unaccountably  peculiar. 
The  term  tdirovyanjana  means  '  with  consonant-intervention,'  and 
all  the  other  treatises  (see  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  iii.62)  define  the  accent 
in  accordance  with  this,  as  being  one  in  which  the  circumflex  is 
separated  by  intervening  consonants  from  the  occasioning  acute. 
Here,  to  be  sure,  such  a  definition  would  hrfrdly  answer,  as  there 
is  a  single  word  in  the  Sanhita,  praUgam^  in  which  a  vowel  is 
regarded  as  having  tdirovyanjana^  although,  there  is  no  consonant 
between  it  and  the  acute.  But  why  specify  uddttapdrva,  *  pre- 
ceded by  an  acute,'  in  this  rule,  when  it  was  just  as  necessary  in 
rule  6  ?  The  commentator  says  that,  as  the  implication  has  been 
made  all  along,  its  repetition  here  is  for  the  purpose  of  signifying 
that  the  acute  is  now  to  be  understood  to  be  in  the  same  word  with 
the  circumflex.  That  may  satisfy  him,  but  is  not  calculated  to 
content  us.  K  ndndpadaatham  uddttam  was  implied  in  rule  6 
from  above,  then  padavivrttydw  should  have  been  simply  vivrt- 
tydm.  Things  would  be  made  much  better  by  putting  rule  6  after 
rule  7 :  then  we  should  be  able  to  give  uddttapi)rva  in  rule  7  a 
meaning,  as  recalling  to  mind  the  actual  cause  of  these  two 
accents ;  and  rule  6  would  stand  as  an  exception  to  the  other  and 
more  general  statement,  pointing  out  a  class  of  cases  in  which, 
though  depending  on  a  preceding  acute,  another  name  was  applied 
to  the  accent. 

The  commentator's  examples  are  yuujdnty  a^ya  (vii.4.20),  vdsvy 

6.  padayor  vlvrttih  padavivrttih}:  tasydm  yah  svaryate  sa  pd- 

davrtto  veditavyah,^    yathd*:  td .*  sa .*  ya vivrttir 

vyaktir*  ity  arthah,   padayor  iti  kim  :  pra- 

*  W.  B.  O.  om.     *  B.  hkavati.     '  in  O.  only.     **  B.  vydptatirikta. 

7.  vddttapdrvddhikdre  sati  punar  atra  tatkathandd^  ekapada- 
sthoddttavipesho^    *vagamyat€*:    tasmdd    ekapadasthoddttapdroo 

yah  svaritah  sa*  tdirovyaHjano  veditavyah,    yathd^:  yunj' ; 

vas- ;  sa ;  tad :  pra .*  tarn.    ... 

'  G.  M.  kath- ;  0.  tu  *-.    <  G.  M.  sthityavi- ;  0.  sVuUvavu,    »  0.  gam-.    *  0. 
(udu.    *  in  0.  oxily. 
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aH  (L2.6^  et  aL),  sd  indro  'manyata  (vii.1.5*:  G.  M.  omit  8a\  tdd 
dpvo  'bhavat  (v.3.12  *),  prdUgam  (iv.4.2  *),  and  tdih  tvdshtd'  "  ^dhcU- 
ta  (i.S.l^:  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word).  It  is  very  odd — but,  I  pre- 
sume, merely  accidental — that  in  every  one  of  tnese  cases  (except 
jyraUgam)  tne  vowel  which  finally  shows  the  circumflex  is  not  of 
the  same  word  with  the  acute,  but  belongs  to  another  word  which 
has  been  combined  with  its  predecessor,  and,  after  the  combination, 
gets  the  circumflex  by  the  general  rules  xiv.29,30  (for  the  commen- 
tator has  expressly  denied  under  rule  x.l2  that  the  initial  grave  a 
of  flwya,  for  example,  receives  the  circumflex  in  virtue  of  its  com- 
bination with  the  enclitic  circumflex  ti  of  yuiljdnti),  I  do  not  see 
why,  in  the  first  two  cases,  at  any  rate,  the  circumflex  is  not  prd- 
tihata,  according  to  the  commentator's  explanation  of  the  meaning 
of  that  term ;  and  should  even  incline  to  conjecture  that  these  are 
the  examples  selected  and  current  for  the  present  rule  before  the 
erroneous  interpretation  of  rule  3  was  established. 

No  one  of  the  other  Prati9alrhyas  limits  tdirovyafijana  to  an 
enclitic  circumflex  following  its  acute  in  the  same  word  (see  note 
to  Ath.  Pr.  iiL62) ;  it  is  quite  an  oversight,  therefore,  that  the  St. 
Petersburg  lexicon  gives  the  term  only  this  restricted  meaning 
(perpetuating  Roth's  original  error,  referred  to  above,  in  the  note 
to  rule  3). 

^   HI(HIH^?TTf^  II  z  II 

8.  These  are  the  names  of  the  circumflex  accents. 

The  commentator  simply  gives  examples  for  each  accent,  in  part 
new,  in  part  the  same  with  those  furnished  under  the  rules  defining 
each:  namely,  for  the  kahdipra  (omitted  in  G.  M.),  ahhy  dsthdt 
(iv.2.8*)  and  ddhvaryd  veA  (vi.4.3*:  this  is  a  blunder,  there  being 
no  kshdipra  in  the  phrase;  B.  O.  read  instead  adhvarydh  [vi.2.9* 
et  aL],  which  does  not  mend  the  matter) ;  for  the  nitya^  vdyavydm 
(i.8.7'  et  aL]  and  kv<T  ^sya  (\,1A^:  G.  M.  have  kva  simply) ;  for 
the  prdHhata,  sd  te  lokdh  (v. 7.26:  G.  M.  omit  lokah)  and  ydt  tvd 
kruddhdh  (i.5.42:  G.  M.  omit  knuidhah);  for  the  abhinihata^sd 
*bravit  (iLU2^  et  aL) ;  for  the  pra^ts/ita^  sH^dgdtd  (viLl.8»);  for 
the  pddavrtta^  td  enam  (113.11*:  W.  reads,  blunderingly,  tdm 
nemirn  [iL6.11*],  and  B.  substitutes  «<f  idhdndh,  iv.4.4*);  and  for 
the  tdirovyafijana^  mdma  nd'ma  (L5.10'). 

5yp|rMMl^bH(:  il  ^  II 

8.  ity  etdni  aapta  svaritandmadheydny^   dkhydtdni^,    yathd: 

*abhy .•   adhv' iti  kshdiprah*.    vdy- .•   kvd iti 

nityah.   8 a ;  yat iti prdtihatah.    so ity  abhiniha tah, 

sUd' iti  pra^ishtah.    ta iti  pddavrttah.  mama iti 

tdirot>yaf{fanah, 

^  W.  -mdny;  B.  -ydni  avaritandm.    *  0.  vydkh',    O  G.  M.  om. 
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9.  In  the  kshdipra  and  nitya,  the  effort  is  firmer. 

The  commentator  makes  very  short  work  of  the  remaining  rules 
of  the  chapter,  and  we  can  afford  to  do  the  same,  as  they  teach  us 
nothing  of  value. 

5E|fH [H^H    ^  II  \o  II 

10.  As  also  in  the  abhinihata. 

The  commentator  says  that  ca  in  this  rule  is  used  in  the  sense  of 
secondary  adjunction  (anvdcai/a),  and  so  signifies  that  the  effort 
of  utterance  in  the  ahhmihata  is  drdha,  'firm,'  merely — a  less 
degree  than  the  drdhcUara^  'firmer,'  or  'quite  firm,'  of  the  preced- 
ing rule.  The  same  may  be  also  inferred,  he  adds,  from  the  fact 
that  the  abhinihata  is  made  the  subject  of  a  separate  rule,  instead 
of  being  included  in  rule  9,  with  the  other  two. 

11.  In  the  pra/;lishta  and  prdlthata,  it  is  gentler. 

Nothing  is  to  be  inferred  from  its  association  here  as  to  the  real 
character  of  the  prdtihata.  This  rule  and  its  successor  were  refer- 
red to  under  i.46,  but  for  no  intelligibly  useful  purpose. 

12.  In  the  (dirovyanjana  and  pddavrtta,  it  is  feebler. 


9.  kshdlpre  nitye  ca  prayatno^  drdhatarah  kdryah^. 
»  W.  'tna,;  B.  -tni;  0.  yatno,    «  W.  B.  om. 

10.  anvdcaye  vartamdnap  ca/cdro  drdhamdtram  bodhayati: 
abhinihate^  ca^  praytttno  '  drdhah*  sydt :  na  tu  drdhatarah :  iti 
prthaksCitrdranibhdd  (ipV"  prattyate,  ' 

'  B.  'hUe  (ns  also  iu  the  nile).     *  O.  ora.     "*  G.  M.  insert  mrdutarah^  and  rule  12. 

*  0.  -(fhataram.    *  W.  abhi;  B.  om. 

11.  pruQlishte  prdtihate  ca  prayatno  mrdutarah  kdryah, 

12.  tdirovyanjane  pddavrtte  ^ca  prayatno  'Ipatarah  8ydt\ 
'yady  apy*  alpamrdudrdhabhdvas  *  tatro  ^ktas  tathd  '/>»*  dipavad 
venupatravad  iti  pikshdnurodhdt*  komalapiraskatvajh''  aarvatra 
vijfieyam*,^ 

iti  tribhdshyaratne  prdti^dkhyainvarane 
vingo*  *dhydyah, 

(»)  O.  cd  'Ipatararii  karanam  hhavati.     <«)  W.  om.     »  G.  M.  O.  om.     *  G.  M.  ins. 
tatra.    ^U.^piHi.    *  B.  kahithdnurodhoktdik    "^B.  dtpa^k-;  G.  l\.kdivdly<ifira8tV'. 

*  0,jfieyam  :  ycUhd:  yuvdkavi,    *G.  M.  0.  dviHyaprofne  ashtamo. 
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AlpcUara,  *  feebler,'  is  doubtless  meant  to  signify  a  still  less 
degree  of  force  of  utterance  than  mrdutara^  '  gentler. 

To  the  commentator,  his  Qiksha  appears  to  be  a  higher  authority 
than  the  Prati9akhya,  at  least  in  this  pai*t;  and  be  adds  that, 
although  the  qualifications  '  feeble,  gentle,  firm '  are  here  attributed 
to  the  accents  in  question,  yet,  in  accordance  with  what  the  Qiksh& 
says,  "like  a  candle,  like  a  rush-leaf"  (?  unintelligible  without  the 
context),  it  is  to  be  understood  that  there  is  softneadedness  (?)  in 
them  all  alike.     And  O.  adds  an  example,  y&vd  kavih  (L3.14'). 


CHAPTER    XXI. 


Contents:  1-9,  division  of  consonaDts  in  syllabication;  10-11,  pracaya  accent; 
12-13,  yimas  or  nasal  counterparts;  14,  ndsikya;  16-16,  svardbhakti. 

^'^^P^  W^I^H  II  ^  II 

1.  The  consonant  is  adjunct  of  a  vowel. 

This  brief  principle  calls  forth  a  long  discussion.  Reference  is 
first  made  (except  in  G.  M.)  to  rule  xxiv.5,  as,  by  its  requirement 
of  a  comprehension  of  aAga^  'adjunct'  (literally  'limb,  member'), 
creating  a  necessity  for  the  present  precept  (and  for  those  that  are 
to  follow).  Objection  is  then  at  once  taken  to  the  principle:  if,  in 
such  cases  as  kUpa  and  t/tlpa  (and  G.  M.  add  yet  other  words  as 
illustrations),  it  is  the  consonant  that  indicates  the  difference  of 
meaning,  ought  not  the  vowel,  rather,  to  be  considered  as  adjunct 

1.  *  ^vyaHjanaih  svardiigam  bh'avati:    pvdso  nddo  'rig am 
eva   ca  (xxiv.6)   iti  vijneyatvena^   vidhdndd  ayam   drambhah, 
nanu*  kHpo  yilpa^  itydddu  vyaitjanam  evd  ^rthavi^habodhakam* 
Up  svaro  vyatljandngath  kirn  na*  sydL    ucyate :  vyafljanath  keva- 
lam  avasthdturh  na  paktioti:  kirn  tu  sdpeksham':  svaras  tu  nira- 
pekshah*:    adpekshanirapekshayor    nirapekaham    eva    vipis/itam 
dcakshate  prekshdvantah :  vipishtapratyaiigatvam*  avi^shtasydV^ 
've/.    kim  ca:  svaravdipishtyabodhakam  anyad  apt  vidyat€^\' 
durbalasya  yathd  rdahtraih  harate^^  balavdn  nrpah : 
durbalam  vyafijanam  tadvad  dharate^*  balavdnt  svarah,^* 
^*kim  ca:  pikshdvydkhydne 

yah  svayam  rdjate  tarn  tu  svaram  dha  patailjalih : 
upariathdyind  tena  vyangam  vyanjanam  ticyate,^^ 
avards  ^w"  brdhmand  jneyd  ityddi, 

uddUap  cd  ^nuddttap  ca^"*  avaritap  ca  avards  trayaK^: 
"hraavo  dirghahpluta  iti^*  kdlaio^^  niyamd^^  ac^"  Hi  " 
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of  the  consonant  ?  The  answer  given  is,  that  a  consonant  is  inca- 
pable of  standing  alone,  and  so  is  dependent,  while  a  vowel  is 
independent ;  and  that,  as  between  a  dependent  and  an  independ- 
ent, the  enlightened  regard  the  independent  as  superior;  and  it 
belongs  to  the  inferior  to  be  adjunct  to  the  superior.  Moreover, 
there  is  found  also  another  proof  of  the  superiority  of  the  vowel, 
in  the  verse  "  as  a  mighty  monarch  takes  possession  of  the  realm  of 
a  weak  one,  so  the  mighty  vowel  takes  possession  of  the  weak 
consonant."  The  beginning  of  another  verse  is  added:  "the 
vowels  are  to  be  known  as  belonging  to  hrahmaji,^'*  But  between 
this  part  of  a  verse  and  the  whole  verse  that  precedes,  G.  M.  insert 
another,  which  is  asserted  to  come  from  "  the  exposition  of  the 
^iksha,"  and  which  gives  a  highly  imaginative  derivation  for 
svara^  'vowel,'  and  vyafijana^  'consonant:'  "Patanjali  styled  that 
a  vowel  which  shines  by  itself  \  sncnra  from  %\\-yam  Kk-jate^ :  the 
consonant  is  so  called  as  being  imperfect  [vyafijana  from  vyanga^ 
literally  '  limbless ']  without  [?  the  expression  needs  mending,  to 
bring  out  a  desii'able  sense]  the  other  following  it."  Then  all  start 
together  upon  a  new  argument  for  the  superiority  of  the  vowel 
with  yet  another  verse,  which  is  actually  found  in  the  known  pCt- 
niniya  ^iksha  (verse  23 ;  see  Weber's  Indische  Studien,  iv.353) : 
"  acute,  grave,  and  circumflex,  the  three  accents,  and  short,  long, 
and  protracted,  these,  in  regard  to  quantity,  are  the  necessary 
characteristics  of  the  vowels ;"  which  shows  that  acute  tone  and 
so  on  are  attributes  of  vowels  only,  and  of  consonants  in  virtue  of 
their  being  adjuncts  of  vowels. 


svanhutm  eno  ^ddttddayo  d/tartndh:  "  ryatlja?id?idm^^  tu'*  tadan- 
gatayd^\  vyafijanani  ardhitmutratii^^:  svarap  cq  mdtrdkdlah: 
tayoh  sarndhir^*  adhyardhamdtrah}'^:  ity  evttm  dirghakdlah  pro- 
saktah:  tatpratishedhdrthaih  vyaifjanan  svardiigam  ity  uktam: 
svarcLsamsrshtasya*^  vyanjanasya  svarakdla  era  kdlo  drutavrttdu** 
na  tu  "svarosydi  \^a**  sarvatre**  ^ty  arthah.  *^dnUavrttdv  iti 
kini:*^  hrasvdrdhakdlam  vyanjanam  (i.3V)  iti*^  vyartham 
sydd  iti  brdmah,  yathd*''  kshirodakcusamparke**  kshirasydi  'yo 
^palabdhir  no  ^dakosya  tathd  svaravyaftjanasamparke*^  svarasydi** 
^vo  ''paJabdhir*^  vdi^tshtyam" 

*  O.  ins.  svarasyd  ^hgam  svardngam.  <*>  G.  M.  svara.  *  G.  M.  rw*.  *  G.  M.  -pas 
supah  kalah  vdlah  hdlah  :  phdla,  *  O.  sha  iti  bo-.  •  O.  om.  ^  W.  B.  -kshd :  0. 
sdksheyarh.  **  0.  -kahakah.  '  G.  M.  -sktam  svaram  prat-;  0.  -ahtum  prat-.  '®  G. 
M.  -sya  vyanjana-sydi,  '•  G.  M.  ostL  ''».'3  q.  M.  hareia.  '*  G.  M.  -ra  iti.  OS)  in 
G.  M.  only  '*  G.  M.  ca.  "  B.  om.  »•*  G.  M.  put  before  svards.  (")  G.  M.  0. 
hrasvadirghaplutdf'  cdi  'vo.  ^  G.  M.  -lako.  *'  G.  M.  -yatd;  0.  -yatds.  "  W. 
frayi;  G.  M.  api;  0.  tofe.  ^  G.  M.  ins.  vacandL  "  G.  M.  ins.  natu.  "  O.  -janam, 
««  W.  tu  dam ;  G.  M.  om.  «  0.  tadhannatayd.  *»  G.  M.  -trokam,  »»  O.  aam. 
*  B.  G.  M.  O.  ardham-;  G.  -trika;  M.  -traka.  »'  W.  -mvama-sA/t.  *»  W.  dut-;  B. 
dut-;  0.  drgatatdu.  (^)  W.  svdrah  apar^usydi^va;  O.  om.  **  B.  -vasye,  ^^  B.  om. ; 
W.  duU;  0.  dxtav:  ^  G.  M.  om.  «^  G.  M.  om.  **  G.  M.  -rkdih;  0.  kahirdudalM' 
sampa.  »  G.  M.  -rkdis.  «  W.  sparfosydi.  «  W.  0.  -bdhir;  B.  -bdhdir.  **  B. 
v<ifis?Uaya;  G.  M.  shyam. 
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Next  we  pass  to  the  consideration  of  another  reason  why  the 
principle  stated  in  the  rule  needed  to  be  laid  down.  The  conso- 
nant (oy  i.37)  has  half  a  mora  of  quantity;  and  a  vowel  has  [for 
example]  a  mora :  their  combination,  then,  would  seem  to  have  a 
mora  and  a  half,  and  so  would  be  liable  to  be  understood  as  of 
long  quantity :  this  untoward  conclusion  is  avoided  by  the  present 
rule,  which  implies  that  in  fluent  utterance  the  quantity  of  the 
vowel  belongs  in  all  cases  to  the  combination  of  consonant  and 
vowel,  and  not  to  the  vowel  alone.  The  specification  "in  fluent 
utterance"  (literally,  'in  running  action')  is  made  in  order  to  save 
the  significance  of  rule  i.37. 

Finally,  the  superiority  of  the  vowel  is  once  more  inferred  from 
the  fact  that,  when  it  is  combined  with  a  consonant,  it  alone  is 
perceptible ;  just  as,  when  milk  and  water  are  mingled,  the  milk 
alone  is  perceived,  and  not  the  water. 

HKI^f^l^H  n  t^  II 

2.  And  it  belongs  to  the  following  vowel. 

The  commentator  explains  parasvaram  as  a  descriptive  com- 
pound {karmadhdraya)^  governed  by  hhajate  understood;  such  an 
ellipsis,  however,  is  so  violent  as  to  be  hardly  admissible,  and  the 
word  is  perhaps  better  taken  as  a  possessive  (bahuvrihi),  some- 
what anomalously  used.  The  occasion  of  the  rule,  we  are  told,  is 
the  doubt  which  is  liable  to  arise  as  to  when  the  consonant — 
which,  owing  to  its  having  the  vowel  as  a  superior,  is  unable  to 
stand  by  itself — is  an  adjunct  of  the  preceding,  and  when  of  the 
following  vowel.  A  single  phrase  is  quoted  as  example,  namely 
imdn  eva  lokdn  upadhdya  {\,b.b^:  O.  omits  the  last  word). 

This  is  the  leading  and  introductory  principle  in  all  the  Prati- 
yakhyas  (see  note  to  Ath.  Pr,  L65) ;  it  is  greatly  restricted  in  its 
application  by  the  following  rules. 

8.  A  consonant  m  pausd  belongs  to  the  [)receding  vowel. 

The  commentator  explains  avasUam  as  meaning  *  standing  at 
the  end  of  a  padu^  and  gives  as  examples  drk  (i.2.22  et  al. :  W. 
has  instead  rk  [iv.7.9^  et  al.],  and  O.  has  vdk  [i.3.9'  et  al.]),  'oasJiat 

2.  avarapradhdnatayd  kevalam  avasthdtum  asahamdnam^ 
"^vyaiijanam  kadd  pilrvasyd  ''riyam^  ^kddd  parasyd  '*ngam^  iti 
samdefie*  vyavasthdpayatl :  tad  angabhtUayh^  vyafijanam  para- 
svaram bhajate.    yathd^:   imd/i para^  cd  \idi(  svaraQ  ca 

parasvarah :  '  tath*  svaraparam^. 

^  O.  om.  <•)  G.  M.  om.  <3>  W.  O.  om. ;  (t.  M.  k^ulticid  apar-.  *  ii.  M.  -/unit. 
'-'  W.  aii^tC-;  0.  egasutratant.  *'  B.  om.  "^  W.  ins.  para/a  atari.  *"  0.  om.  "  G. 
M.  0.  om. 
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(ii.2.12*  et  aL),  tat  (passim:  given  by  G.  M.  only),  and  havlh  (L2. 
4 '  et  aL) 

This  principle,  of  course,  is  without  exception  in  its  application. 
It  is  either  stated  or  implied  in  the  rules  of  the  other  treatises  (see 
note  to  Ath.  Pr.  i.57). 

mUuT^  11 8 II 

4.  Also  the  first  consonant  of  a  group. 

That  is  to  say,  as  the  commentator  points  out,  of  a  group  con- 
sisting of  either  two  consonants  or  more  than  two.  "fiie  "  also '' 
(ca)  expressed  in  the  next  rule  is  declared  to  be  implied  here  also, 
and  to  prescribe  adjunction  to  the  preceding  vowel.  The  examples 
given  are  yajndn  vyddi^at  (vi.6.11 ')  and  apsv  antah  (1.4.45*  et  al. : 
but  G.  M.  substitute  apsv  agne  \\\\2,\\^\  and  W.  has  the  corrupt 
reading  apvatah).  If,  now,  we  had  only  to  take  the  groups  of 
consonants  as  they  stand  in  the  ordinary  text,  and  divide  them, 
the  application  of  this  and  of  the  remaining  rules  for  syllabication 
would  be  simple  enough ;  but  we  are  required  to  apply  also  the 
rules  for  duplication  etc.  as  found  in  chapter  xiv.,  ana  to  make  the 
insertions  required  by  tbe  rules  of  the  fifth  (v. 32,33)  and  the 
present  chapter  (12-16),  which  puts  quite  a  different  face  upon  the 
matter.  In  fact,  in  the  examples  furnished,  nt  is  the  only  group 
which  is  divided  n-t  without  farther  ceremony ;  f/r  becomes  and  is 
divided  (/-(/r;  nvy,  in  like  manner,  7i-nvy ;  psv  is  expanded  into 
p-phsv ;  and  jfl  into  jf-jfi  (writing  the  yama^  as  I  have  done  else- 
where, wdth  a  straiglit  line  above  the  letter),  where,  by  the  action 
of  the  next  rule,  two  consonants  go  to  the  preceding  vowel.  The 
class  of  groups  consisting  of  two  consonants  only,  and  such  conso- 
nants as  (by  xiv. 23)  are  not  liable  to  duplication,  is  the  only  one 
of  which  the  division  is  settled  by  the  present  rule  alone :  it  con- 
tains (in  the  Taittiriya-Sanhita)  thirty-nine  groups,  such  as  nt^  tth, 

pp^  yy^  ^'^y*  pp-    . 

The  other  treatises  hold  this  same  principle,  and  teach  it  in  an 
equivalent  manner  (see  Ath.  Pr.  i.56  and  note) — save  that  the  Rik 
Pr.  (Lo,  xviiilS)  allows  the  letter  to  be  adjoined  to  either  the 
preceding  or  the  followhig  syllable. 

3.  avasitum  paddfitavartV  vyaujaiiani  ^pdrvasya  scarasyd 
^ngam^  *sydt    yathd*:  Urk:  vashat:  tat^:  havih,^ 

*  G.  M.  antarv:     **>  G.  M.  purvitsvardngam.     <^  B.  om.     *  O.  om.     *  W.  ().  om. 

4.  ^dvayor^  hahilndm^  vd  samyoyo  bhavati  *  :  tasya  saihyoga- 
syd  ^^di  *  vyanjatmm  •  pdrrasran/syd^  Vtgam^  bhavati.    ''yathd^: 

yajndn ;    apsu parasOtre  (*akdrah*   ^""pdrvasvardngor 

foabodhaka^'  ity  atrd  ^pi  taP"  labhyate"". 

<')  B.  om.  *  (i.  M.  OTii.  ^  W.  rarndndrh  ;  G.  M.  sayymjdnanr.  •*  G.  M.  iiis.  yadi. 
*  (r.  M.  ilia,  ijiul.  *  G.  M.  iiw.  t<it.  •  W.  purra^f/ti;  ().  svuni  <^)  O.  om.  *  G.  M. 
om.     ^'"^  W.  0.  om.     "  G.  M,  svarasyd  ^ity-;  B.  -wyam  bo-.     '-  G.  M.  om. 
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The  manuscripts  of  the  commentary  are  more  than  usually 
defective  in  this  neighborhood :  B.  has  lost  the  present  rule,  with 
something  of  what  precedes  and  follows  it ;  ().  omits  the  next  rule, 
with  passages  before  and  after;  W.  has  done  the  same,  to  a  some- 
what less  extent ;  but  rule  5  and  the  lacking  part  of  its  comment 
were  apparently  restored  on  the  margin  of  v\  /s  original,  and  its 
copyist  has  put  them  in  in  the  wrong  place,  next  before  rule  6. 

5.  And  one  tliat  is  not  combined  with  the  following  vowel. 

The  comment  suj)plies  the  word  svnrena^  '  vowel,'  as  that  with 
which  parena  here  agrees,  and  the  whole  intei*pretation  is  con- 
structed accordingly.  The  meaning  is,  then,  that  (with  the  ex- 
ceptions to  be  furtner  specified  in  the  following  rules)  only  the 
final  member  of  a  group  of  consonants  is  to  be  adjoined  to  the 
following  vowel,  the  rest  belonging  to  that  which  precedes.  By 
way  of  illustration  is  given  merely  tat  samtuJt  (L5.6*  et  al.) :  a 
most  insufficient  and  ill-chosen  example ;  since,  in  the  final  form  of 
the  group  ts^  only  one  consonant  goes  with  the  preceding  syllable : 
thus,  t'ths,  ,But  the  commentator  is  obliged  to  spend  his  strength, 
and  vainly,  in  endeavoring  to  refute  an  obvious  objection  to  the 
rule  itself,  which  he  thus  states :  "  well,  but  then  the  foregoing  rule 
is  meaningless,  since  by  this  one  also  the  quality  of  adjunction  to 
the  preceding  vowel  is  assured  to  the  consonant  that  begins  a 
group."  And  he  replies,  "  you  must  not  think  that :  for,  in  such 
cases  as  maryaprth  (iv.1.2^  et  al.)  and  arvd  ^si  (i.7.8^  et  al.),  in 
which  the  y  and  v  are  doubled  after  r  by  rule  xiv.4,  the  former  y 
or  V  is  by  the  present  rule  made  an  adjunct  of  the  preceding  vowel, 
but  the  r,  by  rule  7  below,  would  become  an  adjunct  of  the  follow- 
ing vowel :  and  that  is  impossible,  since  no  such  pronunciation 
ever  takes  place.  So,  as  one  or  the  other  must  needs  be  annulled, 
the  question  arises  which  is  to  be  annulled ;  and  here  rule  4  comes 
in  to  settle  the  question." 

This  is  not  a  very  acceptable  exposition,  although  it  in  a  manner 
involves  the  true  relations.  Rule  4  is  not  meant  as  a  safeguard 
against  the  misapplication  of  following  precepts,  but  as  a  funda- 
mental principle,  with  reference  to  whicn  the  present  rule  stands 
in  a  subordinate  position ;  and  the  two  must  be  understood  as  if 
they  read  "  the  first  member  of  a  group  belongs  tio  the  preceding 
vowel ;  and,  along  with  it,  such  other  members  as  are  not  immedi- 
ately combined  with  the  following  vowel."  The  former  principle 
obtains  everywhere,  without  exception ;  to  the  latter,  rules  7-9 

5.  ^parena^  svarend  "^samhitam^  asamyuktam  *  ryatljanam  ^  piir- 

vasvardngam  bhaoatP.    yathd*:  tat ntnui  tarhi  piirvasil- 

tram  anarthakam:  samyogddibhiltcuyd^  ''pi  vyafijanasyd  ^?i€ndi 
^va  pdrvasvardngatvasiddheh,  mdi  ^ram  manst/id/i*:  marya- 
^rth:  arvd  '*8i:  ity  atra  yaiuikdrayo  rephdt  parai'n  ca  (xiv. 


380  W,  R   Whitney,  fxxi.  5. 

establish  very  important  and  extensive  classes  of  exceptions.  If 
the  mode  of  statement  adopted  in  the  treatise  is  open  to  some 
objection,  we  cannot  help  it ;  the  slight  inaccuracy  is  perhaps  a 
consequence  of  the  general  prevalence  of  the  doctrine  of  rule  4,  to 
which  its  successor  is  added  as  an  extension  peculiar  to  this  schooL 

No  one  of  the  other  Prati9akhyas  recognizes  any  such  principle 
as  this:  those  of  the  Rik  (15,  xviii.l8)  and  Atharvan  (L68)  add 
to  the  initial  consonant  of  a  group  only  the  first  of  a  following 
pair  which  is  the  result  of  duplication,  that  of  the  Whit«  Yajus 
including  further  (i.  104, 105)  the  other  one  of  the  pair,  provided  a 
mute  follows.  Its  sway  is,  as  already  remarked,  much  more  limited 
than  would  be  thought  at  first  sight,  because  rule  7  establishes  a 
different  usage  for  the  immense  class  of  groups  of  which  a  semi- 
vowel stands  as  final  member,  and  rule  9  for  the  much  smaller  but 
yet  important  class  in  which  a  spirant  stands  last,  or  followed  by 
a  semivowel.  Its  general  effect  is  to  attach  to  the  following  vowel 
only  such  consonants  or  groups  as  could  begin  a  word,  leaving  the 
rest  to  belong  to  the  foregoing  syllable.  There  seems  to  be  need 
of  illustrating,  more  fullv  than  the  commentator  has  deigned  to 
do,  the  sphere  of  its  application. 

This  is,  in  consonant-groups  originally  of  two  members,  to 

1.  Groups  in  which  a  mute  is  doubled  (or  its  corresponding  non- 
aspirate  prefixed  to  it,  as  will  be  understood  hereafter  without 
special  remark)  after  a  surd  spirant  (/  or  qp,  xiv.9,15),  /  (xiv.2,3),  or 
r  (xiv.4,15),  the  first  member  of  the  group  remaining  unchanged: 
thus,  /A;-^%  Ik-k^  rk-k.  These  are  twenty-seven  in  number ;  and  to 
them  may  be  added  ry-y^  rl-l^  rv-v,  which,  by  the  final  specification 
of  rule  7,  follow  the  same  mode  of  division.  In  regard  to  these, 
the  usage  as  fixed  by  our  treatise  is  the  same  with  that  sanctioned 
by  the  rest,  as  already  mentioned. 

2.  Groups  in  which  a  mute,  or  u,  is  doubled  before  a  mute  of 
another  series :  thus,  ArAvo,  vv-n.  Of  these  there  are  fifty-one  in  the 
SanhitH. 

3.  The  same,  but  with  the  addition  (by  xxLl2)  of  yama  before 
the  final  member :  thus,  gg-gn.     Twenty-three  groups. 

4.  Groups  in  which  the  initial  spirant  (sibilant)  is  doubled,  and 
also  the  following  mute  (by  xiv.9),  only  tlie  last  of  all  going  to  the 
following  syllable:  thus,  ^^-c.     Thirteen  groups. 

5.  The  same,  but  with  yama :  thus,  ^^p^pm  (pm).     Six  groups. 

6.  Groups  in  which  h  is  doubled  before  a  nasal,  with  ndsitcya 
(by  xxi.l4 :  but  see  the  note  to  that  rule,  for  a  different  interpreta- 
tion) :  thus,  /iA-"n.     Three  groups  only. 

Against  these  one  hundred  and  twenty-six  groups,  growing  out 

4)  iti  dvitve  *  krte  prathamayavakdrayoh  pare n a  cd  ^aanhi- 
tatrC^  ity  anena  pHrvaavardngatvam^^  prdptam^^:  rephasya  tu^*  nd 
^ntasthdparam  asavarnam  (xxi.7)  ity  anena  parasvardAga- 
tvam^*  prdptam^*:  tac  cd  ^^akyam:  tathoccdrandsambhavdt : 
anyatarahddhe^*  kartavye  sati  kim  vd  hddhyam^''  iti  sawdehoh**: 
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of  original  simple  pairs,  there  are  eighty  like  k-ky  (from  ky)  and 
k'khsh  (from  ksh),  m  which,  by  rules  7  and  9,  only  the  initial  con- 
sonant of  the  finally  resulting  group  goes  with  the  preceding 
vowel. 

When,  now,  the  pairs  here  rehearsed  come  to  be  extended  to 
triplets  by  the  addition  of  a  third  member,  if  that  member  be  a 
semivowel,  or  a  spirant  (sibilant)  following  a  mute,  the  point  of 
division  remains  just  where  it  was  before.  And  so  also,  of  course, 
in  the  like  extension  of  the  groups  mentioned  under  rule  4,  above, 
as  undergoing  no  change  in  the  varnakrama,  Thijs,  ggr  (g-gr)  is 
diidded  like  gg  (g-g) ;  pcy  (^^ocy)  like  ^c  (ppo-c) ;  Tiksh  (n-khsh) 
like  ^  (w-A:);  and  rks  (rk-kh8\  like  rk  [rk-k).  And  the  very  great 
majority  (one  hundred  and  fifty-four)  of  the  gr6ups  of  three  conso- 
nants occurring  in  the  Sanhita  hate  a  semivowel  as  their  final 
member ;  with  final  sibilant  there  are  only  seven. 

K,  on  the  other  hand,  double  groups  are  extended  to  triplets  by 
appending  a  mute,  either  non-nasal  or  nasal  (which  happens  in 
thirty-one  cases),  the  point  of  division  is,  by  the  operation  of  the 
present  rule,  shifted  toward  the  end  of  the  group.     Thus,  we  have 

1.  w-A:,  but  nk'ty  two  groups;  and  /l-cA,  but  n/;;*^^,  two  groups; 

2.  rk'k^  but  rkk-c^  five  groups ;  and  rj-j^  but  rjiji'my  five  groups ; 

3.  dd-gh,  but  ddghrghtiy  two  groups ; 

4.  sst'ty  but  88tt-in^  two  groups ; 

which  are  extensions  of  the  groups  of  two  members  already  treated 
of,  and  advance  the  division  only  one  point.  But  further,  groups 
ending  in  a  sibilant,  and  falling  under  rule  9,  below,  and  those 
which  by  rule  16  have  svarabhakti,  exhibit,  when  a  mute  is  added, 
a  still  greater  transference  forward  of  the  point  of  division,  and  we 
have 

6.  k-khs  {k8)y  but  kkhst-t  {kst),  four  groups ;  and  k-khsh  {ksh), 
but  kkhahpjjm  {kshm),  five  groups ;  and,  finally, 

6.  r^'sh  (r*A),  but  rshsht-t  {rsht) ;  and  r^-p,  nut  r^^p^m  (r^m)^ 
three  groups. 

In  the  yet  further  extension  to  groups  of  four  members,  the  same 
principles  prevail.  There  are  found  nineteen  such  groups  in  w^hich 
the  additional  letter,  being  a  semivowel,  has  no  effect  upon  the 
division ;  and  only  three  in  which  the  division  is  altered  by  an 
added  mute.  These  last  are:  nkhsht-ln  (nkshn),  from  iikhsh; 
hkhsht-ln  {hkahn),  from  h-klish  {hksh);  and  tithst-t  (ntst)^  from 
n-tlis  (nis). 

Finally,  the  only  two  groups  of  five  consonants  occurring  in  the 


tcUra  ni^dyakcUvena^*    sarhyogddi*^   (xxi.4)   stltram    upatish- 

*  0.  om.,  with  the  rule ;  W.  puts,  with  the  rule,  at  the  end  of  the  comment,  hav- 
ing here  also  purvasvardnga/m  bhavati.  *  B.  svar-;  W,  adds  «t'ar«ria.  ^  G.  M. 
^sdmh-  (as  also  in  the  rule).  **  W.  ins.  ca;  G.  M.  ins.  yad.  *  G.  M.  ins.  tat.  ®  B. 
G.  M.  om.  '  W.  -rfi6A-.  ^  G.  M.  om.  »  G.  M.  ins.  ca.  '«  G.  M.  'sdmh-.  »'  O.  -tva. 
"  0.  tih.  w  W.  B.  om.  "  0.  4va.  »  0.  -tih.  "  W.  B.  anyadbd-.  "  0.  cdryam. 
"  G.  M.  'ha  aydi.    »»  W.  niyaUUv';  B.  nifcayaiv:    «>  G.  M.  -di  Hi.    »'  0.  iva  ti-. 
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Sanhita  {ntstr  and  tstry)  are  formed  by  added  semivowels,  and  so 
do  not  come  under  the  further  action  of  the  present  rule. 
G.  M.  read  asdnhitam  instead  of  asanhitam  in  the  rule. 

iX'\kdi\{\    M(HI?h^  II  \ II 

6.  Also  anusvdra  and  svarahhakli. 

By  G.  M.,  this  rule  is  divided  into  two,  anusvdrfth  and  svara- 
hhaicti^  ca  (while,  on  the  other  hand,  T.  reads  amfsvdrasfuirab/iok- 
tyo^  ca)  ;  and  such  a  division  is  noted,  if  not  accepted,  in  the  com- 
ment, by  all  the  manuscripts,  which  say  "of  this  rule  (svarabhctk- 
Hq  ca)  is  made  a  setting-apart,  although  the  i)rescription  is  identi- 
cal (with  that  made  in  the  other  nile,  ant/^ varan).'''*  And  the 
object  of  thus  separating  what  is  confessed  properly  to  belong 
together  is  stated  to  be  "  to  bring  about  the  adjunction  of  svara- 
hhakti^  in  some  cases,  to  the  following  vowel,"  on  the  authority  of 
a  verse  which  is  quoted,  to  the  effect  that  "the  knowing  man 
should  connect  with  its  predecessor  (?)  the  bhakti  that  follows  a 
short  vowel ;  and  in  rtasya  dhUrshad^mt  the  bhakti  is  said  to  do 
as  it  pleases ;"  but  G.  M.  substitute  for  the  latter  half  of  the  verse 
"  to  it  should  be  assigned  one  mora,  also  before  a  pause  and  in 
cases  of  hiatus."  The  whole  matter  is  exceedingly  obscure,  or 
quite  unintelligible,  without  aid  from  the  context  of  the  quoted 
verse.  The  words  cited  as  examples  are  not  found  in  the  Sanhita ; 
but  they  occur  in  the  Rig- Veda  (at  L  143.7),  and  also  in  the  Tait- 
tiriya-Brahmana  (i.2.1'2),  where  the  svarabhakti  has  assumed  the 
form  of  a  full  vowel,  and  the  word  reads  dhUrvshadam,  It  looks 
as  if  the  commentators  had  set  out  to  divide  into  two  rules  what 
they  nevertheless  have  to  acknowledge  to  be  really  only  one,  for 
the  purpose  of  interpreting  into  the  latter  half  of  it,  when  set  by 
itself,  a  license  to  the  element  in  question  to  be  treated  either  way; 
but,  as  they  have  not  fully  carried  out  their  intention,  I  have  pre- 
ferred to  retain  the  unity  of  the  rule.  It  is  quoted,  we  may  further 
remark,  under  rule  i.34,  in  all  the  manuscripts  of  the  comment, 
apparently  without  any  thought  of  a  division. 

6.  cakdrah  sarmt^^cayakathanadvdrd^  pdrvasvardngatvdkarshor 

kah,     ^anusvdrah*  pdrvasvaram*   bhajate^.     yathd*:     anp- .* 

svarabhakti^     ca    pHrvasvarara''    bhajate.     yathd^:    gdrh- 

vidhdu^  aamdns^^  stUrasyd  ''aya  prthakkaranam^\'  kvacit  avara- 

bhakteJy^ pardngatvam^^  dpddayiturn^*.    tathd  hi: 

^svardd  dhrasvdt^^ pardm  bhaktim  prax^ayatvam  nayed^*  btidhah: 

^rtasya  dhUrahadam  ce  Hi  svatantrd  bhaktir  ncyate^\ 

'  B.  -ra;  G.  M.  -thcmdd  vd;  O.  -dvdt  <*>  G.  M.  put  after  anu8vdrak,M  its 
oomment,  giving  all  the  rest  as  comment  to  svarabhaktif  ca  as  a  separate 
rule.  *  O.  om.  *  W.  G.  M.  0.  svardngam.  *  G.  M.  sydt.  *  G.  M.  0.  om.  ''  O. 
war-,  *  G.  M.  0.  om.  •  0.  scmavi-.  "'  0.  -mi ;  G.  M.  add  anusvdra  svarabhaktif 
ce  Hi.  '•  B.  'kkdr:  '«  0.  prthagnaJOduh.  »  W.  B.  G.  M.  padd-.  '<  W.  B.  -diium, 
<"^>  B.  svardnga  hr-,  '•  G.  M.  na  ced  <»')  G.  M.  substitute  tetayd  mdtrd  hhavetf  ekd 
rirdme  ca  vivrttinhu ;  O.  adds  <^  from  comment  to  next  nilc. 
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Atuisvdra  appears  here  once  more  with  the  distinct  value  of  a 
consonantal  element  following  the  vowel — and  yet  not  as  a  ftdl 
consonant,  else  it  would  fall  under  rule  4  above,  and  would  require 
no  separate  treatment.  The  treatise  is  not  so  explicit  as  were  to 
be*  desired  in  defining  what  is  to  be  done  with  it  m  syllabication ; 
but  I  presume  we  may  infer  that  it  does  not  count  as  samyogddi 
at  all,  but  only  as  if  an  affection  of  the  preceding  vowel;  and 
hence,  that  all  the  grou])S  which  it  introduces  are  to  be  divided  as 
if  it  were  not  there;  that  n^c^  for  example,  is  to  be  made  into 
n^^-c^  Tism  into  Tissp-pm,  and  nstr  into  nsattr.  The  example  given 
by  the  commentator  is  an^und  ^€  (L2.6) ;  but  it  is  an  ill-chosen  one, 
and  quite  worthless,  as,  in  any  view  of  the  nature  and  treatment 
of  anttsvdra^  no  question  could  arise  as  to  the  division  an-^nd. 

For  svarabhakti^  see  the  concluding  rules  of  this  chapter  (xxi. 
15,16).  The  example  given  is  gdrhapcUyah  (i.6.7*  et  ai.),  which 
we  are  to  read  and  divide  gdr^'harpat-tyah. 


HH^N|HflQ|UrH  II  ^  II 


7.  But  not  a  consonant  that  is  followed  by  a  semivowel,  if 
dissimilar  with  it 

The  negative  here  signifies  a  direct  reversal  of  the  implication, 
as  it  denotes  a  denial  of  adjunction  to  the  preceding  vowel,  and 
hence  necessarily  involves  adjunction  to  the  one  that  follows,  since 
the  consonant  cannot  stand  by  itself.  "Dissimilar"  is  simply 
explained  by  vilakshana,  '  of  diverse  characteristics,  different ;  it 
excludes  froiu  the  operation  of  the  rule  the  doubled  semivowel 
itself,  and  would  also  exclude  the  nasal  semivowel  into  which  n 
and  m  are  converted  before  /,  and  m  before  y  and  v  (v. 26,28),  if 
these  occurred  where  the  rule  could  apply,  which  is  not  the 
case. 

The  examples  ijuoted  by  the  commentator  are  adhyavasdya 
di^ah  (vi.1.5';  i.  e.  ad-dhya-)^  madfmmigrena  (v. 2. 8®  et  al. ;  i.  e. 
mi^'^er)^  aplonayd  (vi.1.6^ ;  i.  e.  ap-p/o-),  and  ishe  tvd  (i.  1.1  et  al. ; 
i.  e.  ishetrtvd) :  they  are  not  to  be  commended  as  at  all  fiilly  illus- 
trating the  wide  range  of  application  of  the  rule.  This  has  been 
sufficiently  set  forth  above,  under  rule  5.  It  helps  to  determine 
the  division  of  one-third  of  the  groups  of  two  consonants,  of  four- 
fifths  of  those  of  three,  of  six-sevenths  of  those  of  four,  and  of  all 
those  of  five — or  of  four-sevenths  of  the  whole  number  of  consonant 


7.  nakdrah  pdroasvardnyatvavydvartakah:  antasthdparam 
vyattjanam  tasyd  antasthdyd  asavarnam  vilakshanam  pdrvctsva- 
rdngarh  na  bJiaiHiti:  arthdt  paraavardngarh  Had  iti  veditavyam\' 

'^svata  sthdtum   a^dkya t v df,    yath d^:    adhy- .•    madh- .• 

a^l' ;  is  he antasthd  pard  yasmdt  tad  antaathdparam. 

asavarriam  iti  Icitn:  pari- 

<•>  G.  M.  iH vijneyum ;  0.  om.     *^>  O.  puta  at  end  of  comment  on  preceding  rule; 
B.  svaraih  vind  hUuX'.     ^  0.  om. 


384  W,  D.   Whttmy,  [xxi.  1- 

groups.  By  way  of  further  examples,  we  may  cite  the  two  groups 
of  five;  they  are  vi-yu-ydtthst-trycU'Si/a  (iL6.5***)  and  itb-bru- 
'Vanthst-tn-kd-md  ( vL  1 . 6  * ). 

But  if  the  commentator's  direct  illustration  of  the  rule  is  scanty, 
his  counter-illustration  is  yet  less  satisfactory.  To  establish  the 
necessity  of  the  specification  asavarnam^  '  dissimilar,'  he  cites  only 
paricdyyaih  cinvUa  (v.4.113).  Such'  cases  as  this,  however,  are 
rather  covered  by  the  fundamental  rule  sainyogddi  (xxL4),  and 
the  application  of  the  present  one  is  to  the  groups  in  which  a  semi- 
vowel IS  doubled  after  r,  and  which  we  are  to  read  ry-y,  rW,  rv-v  ; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  in  the  half-dozen  groups  in  which  two 
different  semi-vowels  follow  a  mute,  both  of  them,  along  with  the 
preceding  mute,  go  to  the  succeeding  vowel:  thus,  visJy^hvanr 
-n^^ydrochat  (ii.3.2®),  OrmtrtryorVOrtu  (L8.22*),  and  gr-hdd-dvri- 
-Aln(ii.3.l3). 

•iiRicrMiJ  II  ^  II 

8.  Nor  the  nose-sounds. 

The  "nose-sounds"  are  here  again  (as  under  ii. 49)  defined  as  the 
yamas  (xxL  12,13)  only;  but  there  is  no  reason  why  we  should  not 
regard  the  ndsikya  (xxi  14)  as  likewise  included  (see  the  note  on 
rule  14).  The  examples  given  are  also  of  yamas  only:  rukmam 
upa  dadhdti  (v. 2. 7*  et  aL :  O.  has  rukmam  only)  and  rdjfle  ^ttka- 
rah  (v.5.11 :  O.  substitutes  avardjfle^  v.6.21).  Trie  groups,  in  their 
full  form,  are  read  and  divided  kk-km  and  JitJ'n.  An  example  of 
the  ndsikya  would  be  vahtir^ni-ta-tnam  (i.1.4*). 

The  Vaj.  Pr.  (Ll03)  reckons  the  yama  to  the  preceding  vowel ; 
neither  of  the  other  treatises  says  anything  about  it. 


Wiify"l'^4|   37S^  %?fT^iihi 


9.  Noi*  a  mute  that  is  followed  by  a  spirant — providal  the 
following  spirant  is  likewise  in  the  same  case. 

The  first  ca  (translated  *nor'  hei-e),  the  commentator  says, 
effects  the  connection  of  the  rule  with  its  predecessor;  the  second 

•  (rendered  'likewise')  implies  adjunction  to  the  following  vowel. 
This  is  not  very  lucid,  for  the  two  things  are  really  equivalent  to 
one  another.  And  in  the  further  exposition,  the  parah  appears 
(the  readings  are  not  consistent  or  clear)  to  be  taken  as  signifying 

^arasvardngain  ^  but  this  cannot  well  be  correct.  The  phrase- 
ology of  the  rule,  indeed,  is  very  peculiar,  and  I  do  not  see  how  it 
is  to  be  accounted  for  utiless  we  may  conjecture  that  the  proviso 
dshmd  vet  para^  at  is  a  later  addition,  made  after  it  had  been 
noticed  that  the  more  general  statement  spar^i^  co  '^'^shmaparah 

8.  ndsikya^  yamdJi^  parasvarani*  bhajante,    yathd*:  rukmam 

.*  rdjne 

'  H.  oui.     -  G.  M.  yti/f,     •*  W.  ^vart^Htravt.    *  CI.  M.  C).  oiii. 
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included  too  much.  The  meaning  is  clear :  that  a  spirant  which 
itself  belongs  to  the  following  syllable,  as  being  either  directly 
combined  with  the  vowel  of  the  latter  (xxi.5)  or  followed  only  by 
a  semivowel  before  that  vowel  (xxi.*/),  carries  with  it  a  preceding 
mute ;  but  if,  on  the  other  hand,  it  be  cut  off  from  the  succeeding 
vowel  by  a  mute,  so  as  itself  to  belong  to  the  antecedent  syllable, 
a  mute  before  it  goes,  of  couree,  to  the  same  syllable.  The  exam- 
ples given  in  the  comment  are  this  time  well  selected,  and  illus- 
trate the  three  cases  involved :  they  are  shatt  sam  padyante  (v. 4. 
3*  et  al.)  and  vashatt  svdhd  (vii.:3.12);  in  both  of  them  a  ^  is 
inserted,  by  rule  v.33,  between  the  t  and  «,  and  the  final  reading 
and  division  is  tt-ths  and  tt-thsv.     As  counter-example  we  have 

•   •  •   ■  M. 

akshnm/d  vydghdrayati  (v. 2. 7*  et  al.),  where,  after  all  rules  are 
satisfied,  we  have  kkhsht-tn. 

As  compared  with  those  to  which  rule  7  applies,  the  consonant 
groups  falling  under  this  rule  are  few,  only  forty-six  in  all;  in 
thirty  of  which  the  spirant  carries  the  mute  before  it  to  the  follow- 
ing vowel,  while  in  the  remaining  sixteen  both  go  together  to  the 
one  that  precedes.     The  detail  is  as  follows. 

Of  double  groups,  composed  of  a  single  mute  and  spirant,  there 
are  seven:  for  example,  k-k/ish  (ksh). 

Of  groups  containing  three  consonants,  the  largest  class  is  that 
formed  by  the  addition  of  a  semivowel  to  the  m-eceding:  for 
example,  k-khshy  (kshy) :  it  contains  ten  groups.  Then  there  are 
two  like  rirkhah  {nksh)^  three  like  tt-khsh  (tk^h)^  and  the  isolated 
rk'khs  (rks). 

Of  groups  of  four  consonants  there  are  seven  on  this  side,  all  but 
one  {rttths=zrtts)  like  those  of  three,  but  with  an  added  semivowel, 
which  does  not  (xxi.7)  change  the  division. 

On  the  other  side,  where  the  spirant  goes  back  to  the  vowel  of 
the  antecedent  syllable,  there  are,  of  course,  no  groups  of  two  con- 
sonants. Of  groups  of  three  we  have  nine,  four  with  following 
non-nasal  mute  (as  kkftst-tzzikst)^  and  five  with  following  nasal  (as 
kkhsht'tnzz.kahri).  Of  groups  of  four,  there  are  two  (as  tth8t'tr-=i 
tstr)  formed  from  the  foregoing  with  added  semivowel,  and  three 
from  triplets  ending  in  a  sibilant  increased  by  a  mute,  either  non- 
nasal  (namely  nt/ist't=nt8t)  or  nasal  (as  nk/i^ht'lnz^Tikshn).  The 
two  groups  of  five  consonants,  which  also  belong  here,  have  been 
given  above,  under  rule  7. 

This  finishes  the  subject  of  the  division  of  consonant-groups  in 
syllabication,  the  special  elaborateness  and  intricacy  of  whose  treat- 

9,  pdrvag  cakdro  udsikyd  (xx.i.S)  ity  anena  samuceayavdca' 

kah:  uttara*  tu^  paraavardnyatvakarahakah:  ilshmapara  apar^a^ 

ca  parasvardngani  bhaoati :  aadv^  dshtnd*  parap  cet*  paraavardn- 

yam^  ced  ity  arthah,    a  hat .*  v  a  ah  at Hahraapara^  ced 

iti  kim  :  akah- Hahmd  paro  yaamdd  a^dti  ilahmnparah, 

'  G.  M.  coJWro  'pi.  '  B  asti.  *  MSS.  -jua.  <  W.  ct^i  na;  ().  cm  :  ska.  '"  W.  B. 
-gar;  O.  -go, 

VOL.   IX.  41) 
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ment  in  this  Prati9£lkhya  has  rendered  necessary  a  fuller  illustra^ 
tion  than  was  thought  worth  while  in  connection  with  the  othei*8, 
in  order  to  render  apprehensible  the  views  held  regarding  it  by 
the  authors  of  the  treatise, 

Mr(Hlr^"^i^HIMIHH<MHf  5T^FT  i<lTiyjiH:  ll\oii 

10.  01*  grave  syllables  following  a  circiirnflex  in  samhitd  there 
is  pmeai/a^  having  the  tone  of  acute. 

The  theoiy  of  the  pracaya  accent  has  been  so  fully  set  forth  in 
the  note  to  Ath.  Pr.  iii.66  that  I  do  not  need  to  spend  many  words 
upon  it  here.  Its  effect  is,  as  there  pointed  out,  to  give  to  all  the 
syllables  which  are  left  in  the  written  text  without  any  accent- 
mark  the  same  high  tone,  whether  they  be  uddtta^  'acute,'  or  anu- 
ddtta^  '  grave.'  llius,  in  the  example  given  by  the  commentator, 
dff/ie  dudhra  gahya  kiv^ila  vanya  yd  te  (v. 5.9*;  G.  M.  omit  yd 
te),  which  is  written  in  pad^-text 

the  samhitd-readiiig  is 

the  grave  syllables  dudhra  gciliya  kin^ilti  van-  being  without 
written  designation  of  accent,  like  the  two  acute  syllables  dg-  and 
yd\  and  being  by  this  rule  uttered  upon  the  same  pitch  with  them. 
It  makes  no  difference  whether  the  circumflex  which  precedes  the 
pracaya  is  enclitic  (as  in  the  illustration  given)  or  independent ; 
and  I  have  pointed  out  above  (under  xix.3)  that,  owing  to  the 
absence  of  fcampa  in  the  Taittiriya-Sanhita  where  a  circumflex 
precedes  an  acute,  there  are  very  numerous  cases  in  the  text  where 
the  aauihltd  alone  does  not  show  us  whether  the  unmarked  sylla- 
bles following  a  circumflex  are  uddtta  or  pracaya — whether,  for 
example, 

are  to  be  read  hy  ^tdd  devd'h  or  hy  Had  devd'h^  ad  '»md'd  etdrhi 

or  sd  'smdd  etdr/n,  sd  'kd'^ndydtdprajd'/j  or  sd  'kdniayata  prajd'h. 

In  the  note  referred  to,  I  ventured  the  conjecture  that  the  mode 


10.  Hvaritdt  pareshdrn  unuddttdndm  anttddttayor  amtddUa>»ya 
vd  sat'nhltnydni  ^  prucayo  iidma  dharrno^  hhavati,    yathd:  agne 

anuddttdndrn   ill    klm :     agnaye aamhitdydtn   Ui 

kint:  ague uddtta^ya  (;nUir  Iva  ^nUir  yaayd  ^adv*  uddUa- 

^nitir  iti^  pr<io<iyaiivar(lpfiniri1panani^:  ato  na  puftandcti^nkd*, 

'  B.  ills.  CO.     '  G.  M.  dhtyo.     -'•  (J.  M.  aa  for  asdn.     *  "W.  oiii.     ^  B.  -ncarupanam. 
*  TV.  'ktikdtitvd. 
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of  writing  the  accent  might  not  have  been  without  influence  on 
the  theory  as  to  its  character — that  is  is  to  say,  that  the  Vedic  pho- 
netists  may  have  come  by  an  afterthought  to  declare  the  pracaya 
syllables  of  acute  tone,^  and  to  pronounce  them  so,  because  they 
agreed  with  the  acute  in  being  without  a  sign  of  accent,  while 
originally  no  such  correspondence  in  character  was  perceived  or 
intended  to  be  signified.  The  conjecture  will  doubtless  have 
appeared  to  many  somewhat  wild,  but  I  think  that  in  studying 
the  development  of  the  Hindu  theory  respecting  accent  it  at  any 
rate  deserves  to  be  taken  fully  into  account  and  carefully  consid- 
ered. I  am  far  from  regarding  it  at  present  as  anything  more 
than  a  conjecture ;  yet  one  or  two  matters  have  come  to  light  since 
it  was  put  forth  which  at  least  add  to  its  plausibility.  Haug, 
namely,  in  a  valuable  and  interesting  communication  from  India 
to  the  Journal  of  the  German  Oriental  Society  (vol.  xvii.,  1863,  p. 
799  ff.),  shows  that  the  modern  Hindu  reciters  of  the  Veda  give 
tonic  distinction  only  to  the  syllables  that  have  the  accent-signs, 
the  svarita  and  anuddtta^  so  that  the  uddtta  appears  to  be  no 
accent  at  all,  and  is  entirely  confounded  with  the  toneless  ^r</caya 
— thus,  under  the  influence  of  the  mode  of  written  designation, 
turning  topsy-turvy,  as  it  were,  the  whole  system  of  spoken  accent. 
And  again,  the  peculiar  system  of  writing  the  accent  practised  in 
the  9at.apatha-Brahmana  (which  uses  only  one  sign,  the  horizontal 
stroke  beneath  the  syllable,  applied  in  all  the  other  known  systems 
to  mark  the  arvuddtta  tone),  has  been  turned  in  later  times  into  a 
peculiar  system  of  accenting,  and  treatises  have  been  written  to 
explain  and  teach  it  as  such  (see  Kielhorn  and  Weber,  in  Weber's 
Indische  Studien,  x.  397  ffl*). 

The  commentator  points  out  that  two  grave  syllables,  or  even 
one,  following  the  circumflex,  receive  the  character  oi pracaya  (of 
course,  with  the  restriction  made  in  the  next  rule),  and  not  more 
than  two  only,  as  is  literally  signified  by  the  plural  anuddttdndm 
in  the  rule.  To  show  that  the  conversion  into  pracaya  is  limited 
to  grave  syllables,  he  quotes  agndye  jyrdvate  (ii.4.1^  etal.);  to 
show  that  the  -conversion  is  made  only  in  sai'nhitd^  he  gives  part 
of  the  other  passagfe  in  pada-iorm.^  namely  ague  :  dtidhra  :  gahya  : 
kih^ila  :  vanya  (O.  adds  yd).  We  might  naturally  infer  from  this 
that  the  pracaya  accent  does  not  occur  at  all  in  pada-iext\  but 
the  inference  is  not  a  necessary  one  (since  the  rule  only  says  that 
syllables  which  are  anvddtta  in  their  pada-ioYxn  become  pracaya 
in  aamhitd^  without  implying  that  there  may  not  be  pracayas  in 
pada-tQXt  which  remain  such  in  samhitd)^  and  would  doubtless  be 
erronecms;  for  at  least  the  extant  pada-text  of  the  Taittiriya- 
Sanhita  agrees  in  this  respect  with  those  of  the  other  Vedas,  and 
writes  gtrvanase^  antdrik'sham^  and  saindgochanta^  for  example, 

*  It  ought  to  be  added,  that  Haug  and  Kielhorn  do  not  look  at  the  matter  in  the 
same  light  in  which  I  have  placed  it,  but  incUne  to  believe  in  the  reality  and  anticj- 
uity  of  what  I  have  called  the  modem  and  artificially  substituted  systems:  this 
is  no  place  to  discuss  the  subject ;  but  I  feel  confident  thnt  the  view  I  have  taken 
will  prove  the  only  one  tenable. 
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Pl«SuiH  I  ^?rrf^  I    and    HHJi^HJH    ^^i"4|ii^H  I, 
not  p|<5ui^  I  iir\\l4  \-—W^i\k& 

The  peculiarity  of  this  pada-text  in  treating  the  avagraha  as  a 
full  avasdna  in  regard  to  the  designation  of  accent  (as  shown  in 
the  third  of  the  examples),  has  been  already  spoken  of  above 
(under  rule  xx.d). 

The  terms  of  the  inile  would  justify  us  in  understanding  pracaya 
to  have  its  etymological  meaning  of  '  accumiriation,  continued 
series,'  and  translating  'a  series  of  grave  syllables  following  a  cir- 
cumflex in  samhitd  is  of  acute  tone ;'  and  perhaps  this  was  actually 
the  intent  of  the  rule-makers ;  but  1  have  preferred,  as  the  safer 
coursp,  to  follow  the  authority  of  the  commentator  in  translating. 
To  him,  indeed,  the  term  is  so  distinctly  a  technical  one,  implying 
utterance  with  acute  tone,  that  he  thinks  it  necessary  to  explain 
that  uddttagnUih  is  added  by  way  of  definition  of  the  peculiar 
character  of  the  pracaya^  and  therefore  is  not  open  to  the  reproach 
oi punaruktiy  or  superfluous  repetition. 

11.  But  not  when  an  acute  or  circumflex  follows. 

That  is  to  say,  when  such  a  series  or  pracaya  of  grave  syllables 
is  followed  by  an  acute  or  a  circumflex  syllable,  the  one  next  pre- 
ceding the  latter  is  not  made  to  be  of  acute  tone,  but  retains  its 
proper  grave  character,  and  is  marked  with  the  aituddtta  sign. 
The  commentator  offers  as  examples  tdyd  devah  mUdyn  (iv.1.2*: 
W.  B.  omit  sutam,  without  which  the  passage  is  found  elsewhere; 
G.  M.  substitute  tdyd  devdtayd^  iv.2.9*  et  al.)  and  tad  dhuh  kvd 
jdgati  (vii.1.43:  G.  M.  ormt  jagati),'  These  illustrations  are  want- 
ing in  variety,  inasmuch  as  they  show  between  the  two  independ- 
ent accents  only  two  original  grave  syllables,  whereof  one  becomes 
an  enclitic  circumflex  and  the  other  remains  grave ;  we  may  take 
the  first  example  under  the  preceding  rule  as  showing  how  an 
actual  pracaya  ends  with  a  grave  before  the  following  original 
accent. 

The  subject  to  be  supplied  with  the  predicate  in  this  rule  is 
svaraJiy  of  course.  There  is  an  objectionable  ambigmty  in  the 
form  of  the  rule,  inasmuch  as  there  might  most  naturally  seem  to 
be  anuvrtti  oi'pracayahy  and  so  a  denial  of  that  accent  anywhere 
excepting  before  a  pause. 

We  have  seen  at  xix.2  that  the  name  vikrama  is  given  to  the 


11.  tiddttapara/y  svaritaparo  vd  ''nuddttah  pracayo  na  hhavati, 

yaJthd^:  tayd ;  tad uddttap  ca*  svarita^  co  ^ddttasvari- 

tdu :  tdu  pardu  yasmdt  sa  tatho  ^ktah, 

'  0.  -ro  vd.     *  G.  M-  0.  om.     "  B.  om. 
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grave  following  a  pracaya^  as  well  as  to  one  that  comes  immedi- 
ately after  a  circumflex. 

Frrfr^^jfRTif^^  II  '^t^  11 

12.  After  a  non-nasal  mute,  when  it  is  followed  b)^  a  nasal, 
are  inserted,  in  their  order,  nose-sounds. 

Which  nose-sounds,  as  we  are  told  in  the  next  rule,  some  call 
yamas ;  and  by  this  familiar  name,  which  the  other  Prati9akhyas 
apply  to  them  directly,  we  shall  here,  as  we  have  done  elsewhere, 
know  them.  The  treatise  teaches  us  nothing  more  about  them, 
except  (ii.49-51)  that  their  place  of  production  is  either  the  nose 
or  the  mouth  and  nose,  and  that  the  producing  organ  is  as  in  the 
series  of  mutes;  and  farther  (xxi.8),  that  in  syllabication  they  are 
to  be  reckoned  with  the  following  vowel. 

The  theory  of  these  curious  and  equivocal  constituents  of  the 
ancient  Hindu  alphabet  I  have  discussed  pretty  fully  in  the  note 
to  Ath.  Pr.  i.99,  and  I  have  no  new  light  to  throw  upon  the  sub- 
ject here.  They  are  transition-sounds,  assumed  to  mtervene  be- 
tween non-nasal  and  following  nasal,  as  a  kind  of  nasal  counter- 
part to  the  non-nasal,  and  therefore  called  its  yama  or  '  twin.' 

The  meaning  of  dnupUrvydt^  '  in  their  order,'  is  ambiguous,  as  it 
might  be  understood  to  refer  to  the  order  either  of  the  twenty 
non-nasal  mutes  or  of  the  five  nasals ;  or,  of  the  four  kinds  of  non- 
nasal  mutes  in  each  series — in  which  last  sense  the  comment 
understands  it,  declaring  that  the  first  yama  follows  a  first  mute, 
the  second  a  second,  and  so  on;  and  he  has  before  (under  i.l) 
reckoned  the  yamas  as  four  in  the  catalogue  of  alphabetic  sounds. 
I  have  pointed  out  under  ii.51  how  difficult  it  is  to  reconcile  this 
view  with  that  of  a  variation  of  their  organ  of  production  as  in  the 
five  series  of  mutes. 

The  commentator's  examples  are  tarn.  prat?iathd  (i.4.9),  vimath- 
ndndh  (iii.5.43),  vidmd  te  ague  (iv.2.2*:  O.  omits  ag?ie),  and  dd- 
rdni  dadhm^am  (iv.1.10') — one,  namely,  for  each  of  the  four  classes 
of  mutes.  As  rule  xiv.24  expressly  enjoins  duplication  of  the  non- 
nasal  mute  in  these  combinations,  we  are  to  read  and  divide  pratt- 
-tnathd,  vidd-dma,  and  so  on.  The  counter-examples  (of  which  all 
but  the  last  are  lost  in  W.)  are  as  follows:  to  show  that  the  inser- 
tion is  made  only  after  a  mute,  kalmdshi  bhavati  (v.  1.1*  :  O.  sub- 
stitutes brahmavddinah,  i.7.1*  et  al.) ;  that  this  mute  must  be  a 


12.  uttamapardd  anuttamdt  spared  *  dnupdrvydd  yathdkra- 
mam  ndsikyd  dyamd  bhavanti:  prathantaspar^dt  pratharnand- 
sikyah^:  dvittydd*  dvittyah*:  evam,  ^anyatrd  '/>/.*    yathd*:   tarn 

;    vim- ;    vidmd ;    ddr- ;    ityddl.     spar^dd  iti 

kim, :  ''kalm- anutta7ndd  iti  kim :  su in n- uttamapa- 
rdd iti  kim,:''  sabdah 

'  G.  M.  ins.  parata;  0.  ins.  parah.  -  G.  M.  0.  -kydh.  ^  0.  -yaspar^dd.  ^  G.  M. 
-ydh.    («)  G.  M.  anye.    •  0.  om.    (^)'W.  om. 
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non'nB.ssL\  symndya  sumnint  (Ll.13®  et  aL:  O.  subfltitutes  sushum- 
na/i,  iiL4.7');  and  that  it  must  be  followed  by  a  nasal,  sabdah 
sagarah  s^mnekah  {iv.4.7*:  G.  M.  omit  »umekah ;  O.  substitutes 
vashatt  svdhd^  vii.3.12). 

These  examples  are  one-sided,  in  that  they  only  exhibit  the 
simplest  form  of  group  in  which  the  yarna  is  taken  as  increment. 
Of  such  simplest  groups  there  are  twenty-thi'ee  met  with  in  the 
Sanhita :  namely,  after  first  mutes,  hn,  kn,  km,  cfi^  cm,  tn,  in,  tm, 
pn,  pn,  pm  ;  after  second  mutes,  cAm,  tkn ;  after  third  mutes,  gn, 
gm,  jfi,  jm,  dn,  dm ;  after  fourth  mutes,  ghn,  dhn,  dhm,  bhn. 
Then,  of  groups  of  three  consonants  involving  such  combinations : 
•/%  {Jii*^y)^  ^*^y>  '^cArw,  ?T/;7  (/T/V/T);  dghn  (ddgh-ghn),  nghn;  ijm 
(rjj-jm),  rtn,  rtm,  rdhn,  rdhm;  stm  (sst-bn),  athu.  And  of  groups 
of  four  consonants,  ijmy  {rjfimy). 

According  to  the  phonetic  systems  of  the  other  Pniti9akhyas, 
this  would  finish  the  tale  of  yamas.  But,  by  the  peculiar  rule 
(xiv.9)  which  here  requires  a  surd  mute  to  be  everywhere  inserted 
between  a  sibilant  and  a  following  nasal,  is  brought  forth  a  new 
and  numerous  brood  of  these  curious  twins.  Thus,  in  double 
groups,  ^n  (pp^^n),  pm,  shn,  shrtty  «;/,  sm.  Of  groups  of  three 
containing  these:  pny,  shnv /  kshm  (Jekhshppm),  kshtt,  tsn,  tsm, 
pan;  r^m  {rppp-ptn),  rshn,  rshm/  S8m.  Of  groups  of  four,  nkshu, 
Idcshn,  ^gny.     In  all,  of  both  classes,  fifty-seven  groups. 

HMHH^  II  n  II 

13.  Some  call  these  yamas. 

The  commentator  adds  nothing  of  value. 

14.  Aft;er  h,  when  followed  by  w,  n,  or  m,  is  inserted  Jidsikycu 

I  have  translated  this  rule  according  to  its  obvious  and  incon- 
trovertible meaning,  which,  if  it  needed  any  external  support, 
would  find  it  in  the  almost  precisely  accordant  nile  of  the  Ath.  Pr. 
(i.100:  the  teachings  of  the  other  treatises  upon  the  subject  are 
much  less  distinct :  see  the  note  on  the  Atharvan  rule).  But  the 
commentator  gives  it  an  entirely  different  interpretation.  The 
ablative  hakdrdtiy  he  says,  is  here  used  in  the  sense  of  an  accusa- 
tive (his  addition,  "  in  the  absence  of  lycr^)  [the  sufiix  y^/],"  I  do 


13.  tdn  ndsikydn  eke  ^dkhino  yamdn  brtivafe\  \iktdny  evo 
'^ddharavdni. 

*  G.  M.  iti  vadanti. 

14.  ?iaJcd/rdd  iti  kamnanV  lycd)lope*  pancamt  tas^mdn  nanama- 
param  hakdram,  druhya ndsikyam,  bhavati^:  sdnmidsikyo  hakdrah 
sydd  ity  arthcdu    ahndih ;  apar- ;  brahm- 

'  W.  'ttiu.     •  \V.  lyapulope;  B.  lyaplopt;  0.  hyoflope.     ^  B.  •t'ed  iti. 
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not  underetaiid) ;  and  the  sense  is,  that  a  nose-sound  is  imposed 
i\pon  the  h  itself,  or  that  the  latter  becomes  nasal.  It  is  not  diffi- 
cult to  see  on  what  this  theory  of  the  quality  of  a  A  preceding  a 
nasal  is  founded — namely,  a  recognition  of  the  fact  that  such  a  h 
is  really  an  expiration  of  breath  through  the  nose :  it  being  not 
less  true  of  h  before  a  semivowel  or  nasal  than  before  a  vowel,  that 
it  is  (borrowing  the  jihraseology  of  an  earlier  rule,  ii.47)  udnya- 
rarnCuiisasthdna^  '  j)roduced  in  the  position  of  the  succeeding 
letter.'  The  commentator's  exposition  might  have  come  from  the 
"  some  authorities  "  to  whom  the  doctrine  of  that  nile  is  attributed. 

The  examples  given  are  ahndm  %etuh  (iL4.14'),  o/x/n^/me  (ii. 
1.2*),  and  brahmavddinaJj  (i.7.1*  et  al.).  Giving  to  the  rule  its 
real  meaning,  and  applying  the  principle  laid  down  at  xxi.8  for 
the  syllabic  division,  we  should  read  ahhr^ndm :  and  so  with  the 
rest.  As  was  suggested  under  Ath.  Pr.  LlOO,  it  is  probably  this 
separation  of  the  h  from  the  nasal  in  syllabication  that  has  led  to 
the  division  of  the  two  in  point  of  utterance,  and  then  to  the 
thrusting  in  between  them  of  a  transition-sound. 

G.  M.  have  adapted  the  reading  of  the  rule  to  the  new  interpre- 
tation, and  give  hakdran  nanamaparan  ndsikyam  (the  writing  of 
n  instead  of  m  before  n  is  frequent  with  these  MSS.). 


^^TMfiWi  ^q^^srpif^:  II  iM  II 


15.  In  the  combination  of  r  and  a  spirant,  there  is  a  svara- 
bhakti  of  r. 

Tlie  doctrine  of  our  Pnitiyakhya  respecting  the  soarabliakti  is 
less  detailed,  and  less  distinctly  expressed,  than  that  of  the  other 
treatises  (for  which,  see  the  note  to  Ath.  Prat.  i.  101-2);  from  the 
statement  here  made,  we  should  not  even  understand  that  this 
*'  vowel-fragment "  is  to  be  an  insertion  between  the  r  and  the 
s))irant,  although  that  is  doubtless  intended  to  be  signified.  The 
commentator  enters  into  a  long  exposition  of  the  subject ;  by  no 
means,  however,  limiting  himself  to  ex})lainhig  and  illustrating 
his  text.  The  two  South-Indian  manuscripts  (G.  M.)  are  in  some 
parts  of  this  exposition  fuller  than  the  rest,  and  will  be  followed 


I 


15.  ^rephasya  ro  ^^sht/uiHa^  Cfi  namyoye  satV  rephasvarahhaktir 
Hi  jdniydt:  "^svarasya  hhaktih  »varahh(iktih^:  yo  'sya  rephasya 
samdfiasvaras*  tadbhaktih  sydt :  rkdra^  cd  '*8ya  jihvdyrakaranor 
tt'^ena*^  nt^nUyd^  ra*  samdnadhamwh :  ''hhaktir  avayava  ekade^a 
itlydxmf:  etad  uktnm  bharrUi:  rkdrdvayavo*  bhavcUiHy  arthah, 
sUtrend  ^ntna  svarabhriktir  eva*  vlhitd:  svarahhaktisvardpam 
tH^°  vispashtatW^  vydcaahts  varanicih:  ^Vkdrddir  amimdtrd^^ 
repho  *rdham4trd  tnadhye  ^eahd^*  svarabhaktir  UV\  asyd  ^yam 
arthah}*: 

indriyavishayo^*  yo^^  *8dv  annr  ity  ncyate  hudhdih: 
t'cUurbhir^*  anubhir  tudtrdparimd/iam^*  iti  amrtam,  " 
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in  the  abstract  of  it  here  given :  the  version  of  W.  B.  O.,  indeed, 
has  rather  the  aspect  of  being  an  abbreviation  of  the  other,  and 
one  not  everywhere  skilfully  made. 

At  the  outset,  G.  M.  alone  specify  that  the  svarabhaJcti  is  com- 
bined with  the  spirant  (and  yet,  by  xxi.6,  it  is  to  be  separated 
from  the  spirant  in  syllabication,  going  with  the  r  to  the  preceding 
vowel).  The  term  svarabhaJcti  means  *  a  fragment,  piece,  or  part 
of  a  vowel ;'  and  a  rephaavarahhakti^  '  r-vowel-fragment,'  means  a 
bit  of  the  vowel  that  is  akin,  or  has  the  same  mode  of  utterance 
with,  the  r.  Now  the  r  is  of  like  quality  with  r,  in  being  produced 
with  the  tip  of  the  tongue  and  in  having  the  sound  of  r:  and  it  is 
a  part  of  r  that  is  intended.  The  rule  merely  prescribes  the  inser- 
tion ;  the  nature  of  the  latter  is  clearly  set  forth  by  Vararuci  (one 
of  the  three  principal  sources  of  the  present  comment :  see  note  to 
the  introductory  verses,  pp.  6,7).  The  vowels  are  defined  at  i.5, 
and  since  among  them  omy  r  agrees  in  place  and  organ  with  r, 
the  "fragment"  is  of  r.  Tne  r  is  by  i. 31  declared  to  be  short,  or 
of  one  mora  ;  and  Vararuci  defines  the  short  r  as  composed  of  a 
quarter-wi ora  of  vowel  at  the  beginning,  a  half-morrt  of  r  in  the 
middle,  and  a  quarter-znora  of  vowel  (W.  B.  O.  say,  of  vowel- 
fragment)  at  the  end.  Then  a  verse  is  quoted  describing  the 
word  ami  as  signifying  a  quarter-mora.  This  half-mor«  of  r,  now, 
found  in  the  middle  of  r,  being  divided,  its  two  parts,  each  com- 
bined with  the  quaiter-mora  of  vowel,  severally  receive  the  name 
of  svarabhaJcti,  Hence  there  are  two  svarabhaktP^,  And  in 
ansrwer  to  the  question  where  this  svarabhakti  of  half  a  mora 
occurs,  the  makers  of  the  ^iksha  have  declared  that  the  one  ending 
with  the  vowel  element  occurs  before  p,  sh^  and  «,  and  the  one 
ending  with  the  consonant  element  before  h;  the  fonner,  more- 
over, being  open,  and  the  latter  close.  And  it  is  added  that  in  yo 
vdi  praddJulnt  (i.6.8')  there  is  no  svarahhahkti^  on  account  of 
absence  of  the  order  prescribed  in  the  rule. 


mdtrikasya  rkarasyd  ^^dir  anumdtrd*^  svarabhdgo  tnadhye  repho 
^rdhamdtrd^^  ^ho^"^  'py  anufndtrd^*  svarabhdgah  :  etad  rkdrasva- 
rOpam.  atra  "  rephe  Wdhatudtre  bhajyamdnt^^  sati^''  tdn  bhdguu 
piirvottardr^*  ann^ahitdn'^^  pratyekam  scarabhaktindmadheyam 
bhajefe^'':  ^^sd  ca  svfd'obhukttr  ardhamdfrd.  kutra*^  va*^  svarch 
bhaktir*^  ity  d^inkya  ^ikshdkdrdir  "  uktam.  : 

pashaseshu  srarodaydi'n^^  hakdre  vyafijanodaydm^^: 
^ashai<eshu  tu*''  rivrtdm^*  hakdre  samvrtdni^'*  vidur  iti**, 

yo Itydddu  *^8iltroktakramdbhdvdn  na  avarabhaktih,*^ 

svarabhaktyantaram  "  ^ikshdydm  uktam  : 
^^karenuh  karvini  cdi  ^va  harini  hdrite**  '*ti  ca : 

•        •  •  • 

/uinsapade*^  ^tt  vijileydh paflcdi  ''tdh  svarabhaktayaA" 
*'  kare/td*''  ra/myor**  yoge^^  karvini  lahakdrayoh  : 
harini  '""ragasdndm  ca'"'  hdritd*^  la^akdrayoh. 
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So  much  by  way  of  (would-be)  explanation  of  the  rule.  But 
the  commentator  goes  on  to  say  that  the  9^^^^^  teaches  other 
svarahhaktr^^  to  the  number  of  five :  namely,  the  karenu^  between 
r  and  A,  as  in  harhih  (i.1.2*  et  al.) ;  the  karvint^  between  /  and  A, 
as  in  mcUhdh  (iLl.2*) ;  the  harint,  between  r  and  p  or  «,  as  in  dor- 
^apHrnamdsdu  (iL2.5*  et  al.)  and  barsam  (iL5.7*);  the  hdritd 
(or  haritd),  between  /  and  p,  as  in  aahasraoal^dh  (vi.3.3®) ;  and  the 
hamapadd  (or  hansapddd)^  between  r  and  «A,  as  in  varshdhvdm 
(ii.4.10^) — and  he  who  wants  to  go  to  heaven  (on  the  score,  no 
doubt,  of  patience,  faith,  and  punctiliousness)  must  utter  the  five 
kinds  of  bhaJcti^  as  thus  laid  down.  It  appears,  then,  that  the 
commentator's  ^i^sh^,  like  the  V&j.  Pr.  (iv.l6),  regards  /,  not  less 
than  r,  as  followed  by  svarabhakti  before  a  spirant. 


5T   5FT   m^Vl^^   CTEFTT^nUll 


16.  But  not  in  case  of  krama,  when  a  fii*st  mute  follows  the 
spirant 

The  commentator  defines  krama  as  the  equivalent  of  dvitoaj 
'duplication,'  and  refers  as  authority  to  rule  xxiv.6,  where  the 
word  occura  again  without,  according  to  him,  admitting  any  other 
meaning;  whence,  he  infers,  it  must  signify  the  same  thing  here 
also.  We  should  rather  turn  the  argument  the  other  way,  and 
say  that,  as  krama  can  have  no  other  meaning  here,  it  may  be 
conjectured  to  signify  the  same  thing  at  xxiv.6.     He  further  coolly 


ft9 


yd  tu  hanaapadd  ndma  sd  tu^^  rephashakdrayoh : 
**evam  paflcavidhdm  bhaktim  uccaret  svargakdmukah^^ 

<^)  6.  M.  rep?if>8hmano8  aayyoge  saii  UUra  uahmaaayyukto,  <*)  6.  M.  8varabh(ikiir 
iti  him  :  idfft  svaraaya  bhakt'S  avarahhakiih  hhaktir  thdgah  :  avayava  iti  ekade^a  Ui 
ydvat;  B.  0.  om.  mxirabhaktih.  *  G.  M.  0.  -nakaranasv-.  *  0.  -»e»a.  *  G.  M. 
ffufyd.  •  W.  yana.  <'>  G.  M.  om. ;  0.  -fa  ity  artliah.  ®  W.  0.  rkdra  eva  ya- ;  G. 
M.  rkdrasyd  'voy-.  •  G.  M.  evarii.  '<*  B.  om.  "  0.  spa-.  <'*)  G.  M.  svaroff  tdvat 
kiyhvifis?Ua  iti  ctt  ahodafd  "ditak  svardfi  {[.5)  iti  svaroaanijhoktam  teahu  fkd- 
rarephayoB  acmuJenaathdrMkaratMtvdd  rkdrasvarasydi  'va  hhaktih  rkdraa  tdvat  kirn- 
vifi'>?Ua  iti  cet  fkdralkdrdu  hraavdu  (i.31)  iti  hraavatvdd  ekftmdtro  bhaved 
dhraava  iti  ekamdtraka  rkdfoh  vararucindi  ^vam  uktaih  mdtrikasya  rkdraayd  ^^ddu 
avaroifyd  ^numdtrah  rephaayd  ^rdhamdtro  madhye  'nta  svaraayd  ^numdtra  Ui  :  anu- 
mdtra  iti  kim.  "  B.  'tratdm  apt.  '*  0.  ^eaha.  '*  B.  om. ;  0.  anumdtrd.  *•  W. 
nish-;  G.  M.  -driydv-,  "  B.  0.  om.  »»  W.  0.  4ur.  '»  W.  mdirdpraydnam ;  B. 
-trdpramdnam ;  G.  M.  •'ua.  **  G.  M.  in?*,  aayd  'yam  arthak.  *'  B.  G.  M.  -tra. 
«G.  M.  -irah.  «  G.  M.*ante.  »*  W.  trah ;  G.  M.  -tra.  «»*G.  M.  ins.  rfcdrama- 
dhyava'Uni.  '  *•  G.  M.  vibhr.  "  0.  om.  «  G.  M.  -rd,  *•  W.  B.  0.  -aamh-.  »  W. 
b.  bhajyaie ;  G  M.  0.  bhajate.  ^^^  G.  M.  taU)  dve  avarabhakti  vidyete  ardhamdiri- 
kaavarabhaktih  kutra  vd  tiahthati.  »  W.  atra,  »  W.  om. ;  B.  ifed.  «  G.  M.  ins. 
evam.  »  W.  B.  -yd,  *•  W.  B.  -yd.  "  B.  0.  ea.  »  W.  -td.  »  W.  -id.  *>,  0.  om. 
<*■)  G.  M.  aUtreno  ^kttikramena  ay  at  ftvarabh'ikt'h.  *^  G.  M.  0.  ins.  opi.  (^0.  om. 
*♦  G.  M.  fiar-.  *  «  G.  M.  -p'dde.  **  G.  M.  ins.  kidf^ya  etd  iti  ret.  *^  W.  B.  -nu;  G. 
M.  -^um,  «  B.  hayor;  G.  M.  hnrayor.  *»  W.  B.  G.  M.  vidydL  <»)  W.  B.  ra- 
fayor  yoge;  G.  faa'irdm  jheyd;  M.  foadm  jheyd.  *'  G.  M.  har-.  t**)  G.  M.  avara^ 
bhaktiih  hanaapddti/h  vidydd.  <^  0.  om. ;  G.  M.  -muka  iti  :  yathd  :  karenuh :  bar^ 
hih:  yathd  karvini:  malhdh:  harini:  darfapurnamdadu:  baraarh:  ha- 
ritd:  aahaaravalfdh:  fiahaapddd:  varahdhvdm  ityddi. 
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inserts  an  "  or  "  in  the  rule,  and  declares  it  to  mean  '  either  when 
the  spirant  is  doubled  or  when  it  is  followed  by  a  first  mute.* 
This  must  evidently  be  condemned  :  for,  in  the  first  place,  the  text 
contains  no  "  or ;"  and,  in  the  second  place,  if  that  were  the  mean- 
ing, the  specification  would  be  superfluous,  since  the  spirant  is 
always  doubled  before  a  first  mute,  and  so  krame  would  include 
all  the  cases — except,  indeed,  according  to  the  doctrine  of  Plakshi 
and  Plakshayana,  who  (xiv.  17)  deny  the  duplication  of  the  spirant 
in  such  a  situation ;  and  we  are  perhaps  to  connect  his  interpre- 
tation of  the  present  rule  with  his  apparent  acceptance  of  the  doc- 
trine referred  to,  and  suppose  that  he  would  read  rahrt^  and  r^p-pm 
etc.  (namely,  for  rpm,  rshn,  and  rshm)^  while  the  reading  actually 
approved  by  the  treatise  is  rshsh-ty  r^^p-ptn  etc.  There  are  five 
groups — namely  r^y^  rpv,  rshy,  r8i\  and  rhy — in  which  the  differ- 
ence of  interpretation  would  make  a  difference  as  reecards  the 
presence  or  absence  of  svarabhakti ;  if  the  "or"  is  implied,  they 
will  be  read  and  divided  rp-py  etc. ;  if  not,  they  will  be  r^^^y  etc. 
The  commentator's  examples  are  ddr^yam  yajilam  (iii.2.2^ :  only 
O.  has  yqjfi.am  ;  G.  M.  read  ddr^yam  hi,  which,  if  it  be  an  actual 
passage,  I  have  overlooked  in  searching  out  the  references),  var- 
shydbhyah  (vii.4.13:  W.  B.  O.  read  varshdbhyah),  barsvebhth  (v. 
7.11),  and  etarhy  drddhah  (v.  1.5*:  found  in  O.  only),  illustrating 
four  of  the  five  cases  in  which  his  interpretation  would  exclude  the 
svarabhakti ;  and  further,  for  eases  in  which  a  first  mute  follows, 
ddar^ma  jyotih  (iii.2.5*:  omitted  in  O.),  kdrshnt  updnahdu  (v.4. 
4*  et  al.),  and  varshtd  parjanyah  (viLo.20:  found  in  G.  M.  only). 


chaptp:r  XXII. 

Contents  :  1-2,  formation  of  articulate  sounds  in  general ;  3-8,  definition  of  ternls 
used  in  the  treatise;  9-10,  mode  of  production  of  high  and  low  tone;  11-12,  es- 
tablished tone  and  pitch;  13,  length  of  pau8e<<  in  the  text;  14-15,  heavy  and 
light  syllables. 


16.  ^krama^abdo  dvitvaparydyah :  katham  etat:  prakrtir  vi- 
krainah  krama  (xxiv.5)  ity  atra  dvitvasydi'  'va*  krama^ab- 
dend*  ^bhidhdndd  atrd  ''pi  sa  evd^  ^Wtha  iti  ni^tfumah,*  Ushma- 
nah  kranie  sati*  tcisminn  Ushmani  prathamapare  vd^  saJti  na  ava- 

rabhaktir    bhavati.*     ^krame   yathd\'     ddrp- .•     varsh- ; 

bars- ^^prathamapare  ycUhd:  ad- .*'"  kdr- "  pra- 

thamah  paro  yasmdd  asdu  prathamaparah. 

iti  tribhdshyaratne  prdtipdkhyavioarane 
eka  V  ingo '  *  *  dhydyah, 

<>)  0.  om.    •  G.  M.  4oam  cufty  e.    »  W.  -hdo  ndmd.    *  W.  rvd,    <•>  G.  M.  'rtto 

•  0.  om.;  G.  M.  add  vd.    ^  Q.  M.  pat  after  saH.    *  W.  -Ml    ^  O.  o6k. 

l  «l«fS...:  G.  M.  etaayo  yraJOiamaparo  y-.    "  G.  M.  add  var8h4d 
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J^:    5Tffrr:    flcfcHlflHIH  la  li 

1.  Tone  is  the  material  of  all  articulate  sounds. 

The  putting-together,  as  well  as  the  material,  of  this  and  the 
following  chapter  is  rather  peculiar,  and  makes  the  impression  of 
a  supplement  to  the  Pr^ti9akhya  proper.  This  present  rule  and 
its  successor  are  akin  with  the  first  two  of  the  next  chapter,  and 
all  these  with  the  rules  of  the  second  chapter.  As  under  ii.l,  the 
commentator  explains  ^abda  by  dhvani ;  for  prakrti  he  gives  as 
synonym  inHlakdranam^ '  radical  cause ;'  and  vnrna  he  declares 
to  designate  the  whole  conojeries  of  vowels  and  consonants. 


FTFT   l^l-M^    snJTRTpFT  n  t^  ii 


2.  In  the  diflFerence  of  form  of  the  former  consists  the  differ- 
ence of  the  latter. 

That  is  to  say,  in  the  difference  resulting  from  the  variety  of 
positions  giving  audible  quality:  compare  ii.3. 

rT^   Jns^?r5TTtig^r^f7?5TFT:  ii  ^  ii 

3.  Here  we  will  instance  the  offices  of  terms. 

A  complete  and  violent  change  of  subject  is  introduced  by  this 
rule,  continuing  to  rule  9 ;  which  last,  again,  attaches  itself  closely 
enough  to  the  beginning  of  the  chapter  to  have  been  its  natural 
continuation.  The  intervenincr  batch  of  niles  looks  like  an  inter- 
polation, thrust  in  at  this  point  apropos  of  ^ahda  in  rule  1 ;  the 
word  being  taken  here,  however,  in  an  entirely  different  sense. 
The  commentator  tries  to  smooth  over  the  transition  by  pronounc- 
ing ^dbdn  a  synonym  of  ^dstra^  'text-book,  body  of  doctrine;' 
which  latter  is  formed  by  the  putting  to  use  of  combinations  of 
the  alphabetic  sounds  just  above  spoken  of.  lie  distinctly  ascribes 
to  dravya  the  sense  ot '  office,  aim,'  as  the  connection  also  requires, 

1.  sarvavarndndi'n^  ^aJbdo  "  dhvauih  prakrtir  jnUlfikdranam 
bhavati:  varnapabdena  svaravyafijandtmako  rdpir  ucyate.  sarve 
ca  te  varndp  ca  aarvavariuW:  teshdrti*, 

'  G.  M.  om.    '  G.  M.  ins.  ndma.    ^  0.  om.    *  G.  M.  add  sarvavarndndm. 

2.  prdtigrutkasthdnubheddt^  tasya  "  prakrtibhUtasya*  rilpdn* 
yatve  sati  varndnyatvcffh  aydt*,    yathd :  a:  i:  u:  ityddi, 

'  B.  prat-;  G.  M.  -nAd  bhe-.    *  G.  M.  ins.  fahdasya.    ^  W.  praHbh-,    *  0.  om. 

3.  teahdm  varndndm  aarvatra^  smhghdtaprayoge  '  pdstram*  ity* 
ucyate:  *  tasya  gabda*  iti  parydyandma :  tatra  tasmifi  chdstre 
ydni  dravydrii  bhavanti  tdny  uddhartahydinah.  yat  karma  yena 
kriyate*  tat*  tasya  dravyaih^^  sddharMtn  itl  ydvat^\'  yathd  gha- 


■^ 
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giving  addhana^ '  efficiency,'  as  its  equivalent.  As  clay  to  a  vessel, 
we  are  told,  so  are  alphabetic  sounds  to  a  text-book. 

^ui*i(1  fnX^j^l  II  s  II 

4.  Varna  and  Mra  are  indicatory. 

These  two  terms  have  already  formed  the  subject  of  rales  Ll6- 
20.     Rules  vi  1,7  are  cited  as  examples  of  their  use. 

5.  Ca  and  api  are  implicative. 

Rules  vi.3  and  iv.4  are  cited  as  containing  examples  of  the  use 
of  these  signs  of  continued  implication  from  sometning  that  has 
.gone  before. 

(SQ^ffT   IqPi'^rf=tiiR*l{*Nyi(*l:  li  \  II 

6.  Tu,  atha,  and  eva  are  exceptional,  introductory,  and  re- 
strictive, respectively. 

The  use  of  these  connectives  is  instanced  by  quoting  rules  il9, 
v.l,  and  xiv.3  (G.  M.  substitute  vii.l  for  the  second). 

These  rules  are  too  trivial  and  superficial  to  make  it  worth  while 
to  enter,  in  connection  with  them,  into  any  discussion  of  the  use 
of  the  particles  in  the  text  of  the  Prati9akhya.  The  index,  and  the 
notes  on  each  rule,  will  give  the  means  of  investigating  the  matter. 
We  have  oflen  had  occasion  to  animadvert  upon  tne  commentator^s 

Uui/a  mrd  ity  evam  ^dstrasi/a  varndh^*:  ydni  dravydni  samvyavch 
hdrdrthdni  knrtavydni  tdni  vydkhydsydmah,  ^ahdasya  dravydni 
^dbdadravydni :  tdni, 

»  0.  -to.  *  0.  ins.  vd.  »  W.  -ire,  *  W.  "B.katham;  0.  om.  *  W.  B.  ins,  taaya 
rApdni,  •  W.  0.  -bdd.  ''  O.  pradarfayiahy-.  '  ^^  0.  karmaycUe.  *  W.  itUra;  B.  no. 
'•  B.  -ya;  M.  om.     "  0.  om.     "  W.  -na;  G.  M.  -i^dndrn;  0.  savannah. 

4.  varna^abdah  kdra^ahda^  ca  Jiirdepakdu*  nirde^vdcakdu* 
sydtdm.  ycUhd:  avarnavyafijanapakuni  (vL7)  iti:  atha 
shakdran  sakdravisarjanfydv  (vil)  iti,  varnap  cakdrag 
ca  varnakdrdu, 

m 

>  G.  M.  om.    *  W.  B.  -defokdu  vdc- ;  0.  om. 

5.  ca:  api:  ity  etdv  '  anvdde^kdu  sydtdm,  pCrvdpdcshayd* 
^nvddepa  ity  ucya;te,  yathd:  aaaddmdsiilcafi^  ca  (vi3)  ;  iti- 
paro  'pi  (iv.4). 

'  G.  M.  ins.  fobddu.    *  W.  'R.  pikrvapaiuiho ;  0.  pikrvo  paksho. 

6.  tu:  atha:  eva:  ity  ete  ^abdd  yathdkramena^  vinivartakd- 
dhikdrakdvadhdrakd  bhavanti:   yatra  tupoMah  ^fiyate  tatra 
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tendency  to  put  into  them  (especially  into  tu)  a  meaning  which 
they  were  never  intended  to  bear. 

7.  Vd  is  alternative. 

Rule  ii50  is  quoted  as  example. 

^  crf^f^f^^:  n  t:  II 

8.  Na  is  prohibitive. 

The  example  this  time  is  xiii.l6  (Xj.  M.  substituting  xiv.l4) ;  and 
in  it  appear  again  some  of  the  differences  of  reading  which  were 
noted  m  the  rule  itself  where  it  occuiTed. 

mm\  <I^U*-IHUIHI  MHlr^jl:^!^  5I5^li^ll 

9.  Tension/  hardness,  smallness  of  aperture,  are  producers  of 
high  tone. 

Reference  is  made  to  rule  Ld8,  in  which  the  acute  accent  is 
defined  as  consisting  in  high  tone;  and  the  present  precept  is 
declared  to  be  given  for  the  sake  of  that,  and  in  order  to  prohibit 
that  slack  or  indifferent  utterance  which  prevails  in  common  life. 
Aydma^ '  tension,'  is  explained  as  meaning  rather  '  extension  (lit- 
erally '  longness ')  of  the  members ;'  ddrunya^  as  '  severity  of  the 
vowel;'  and  anutd  khasya^  as  'closure  of  the  orifice  of  the  throat:' 
this  is  what  one  who  would  utter  a  sound  in  high  tone  must  do. 

There  is  evidently  much  more  guess-work  than  true  observation 
in  this  rule  and  the  one  next  following :  if  they  had  been  given  as 
definitions  of  sonant  and  surd  utterance,  instead  of  high  and  low 

nivrttih :  ycUrd  Hhapabdds  tatrd  ^dhikdrah :  yatrdi  h'>apabdas  tOr 
trd  "^vadhdranarh  *  veditavyam,  yathd :  ephas  tu  rasya  (i.  1 9) ; 
*atha  sanhitdydm  ekaprdnabhdve*  (v.l);'  spar^a*  evdi 
^keshdm  dcdrydndm  (xiv.3).  vi^hena  nivartayati  Hi  vini- 
vartakah:  adhikarott  Hy  adhikdrtxkah*:  avadhdrayati  Hy  avor 
dhdrakah. 

^  0.  M.  -mark.  '  G.  M.  0.  ins.  ce  Hi,  O  G.  M.  atha  nakdro  nakdram  (vii 
1).    *  0.  om.    »  G.  M.  'fopara,    •  W.  0.  G.  M.  -roA. 

7.  ve  Hy  esha  ^abdo  vdibhdshiko^  vdikcUpiko  hhavati.  yathd : 
mukhandsikyd  vd  (ii.50). 

*  G.  M.  -thako  (as  also  in  the  rule). 

8.  ne  ^ty  esha  pabdah  pratishedhako  bhavatV:  yathd:  *na 
shumnognir  (xiiLl6)  iti.* 

*  G.  M.  0.  tydt    <^  G.  M.  atha  na  (ziv.U);  B.  na  sushu-;  0.  -na  turn-;  W.  B. 
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tone,  they  might  more  easily  have  been  regarded  as  describing  real 
processes  of  articulation. 

dy^ciHTfl  HI<Q|H^HI  ^sT^fH  !fi%:^I^  11^011 

10.  Eelaxation,  softness,  wideness  of  aperture,  are  produqers 
of  low  tone. 

The  exposition  of  this  rule  runs  quite  parallel  with  that  of  the 
preceding  (only  O.,  however,  referring  to  the  definition  of  anvr 
ddtta^  *  grave,'  as  of  low  tone,  at  i.39).  To  anvavasarga  is  given 
vinatatd,  'drooping  condition,'  as  synonym;  to  mdrdava^  snig- 
dhatdy  *  smoothness ;'  and  to  vrutdy  sthUlatd^ '  bigness.'  There  is 
nothing  at  all  to  commend  in  such  a  description  of  the  way  in 
which  low  tone  is  produced. 

11.  Soft,  middle,  and  loud  are  the  three  qualities. 

Their  use,  we  are  told,  will  be  explained  farther  on — namely,  in 
rules'  4-10  of  the  next  chapter.  I  have  ventured  to  render  sthdna^ 
literally  *  place'  or  'position,'  by  'quality,'  as  better  expressing 
the  nature  of  the  distinctions  implied.  The  name  apparently 
comes  from  such  theories  as  that  laid  down  in  rule  xxiii.lO  as  to 
the  "  place  "  of  production  of  the  different  qualities  of  tone. 

In  answer,  we  are  told,  to  the  suggested  inquiry,  "  of  what  are 

9.  uccdir  uddtta  ( i. 3 8 )  ity  itktam  :  tadartha m  idani  drabh- 
yate:  lokuvad  yddrchikoccdrainipratishedhdrtham^:  dydmo  gd- 
trdndm  ddirghyam :  ddnmyinh  svarasya  kathinatd:  ^anntd  khor 
By  a  galavivanisyo*  samvrtatd:^  etdni  sddhajidnV  ^abditsyo  ^ccdih- 
kardnP  *^abdain  ucrdir  uddUam  hurvanti  ^ty  arthah,  ticcagabdaTn 
uccdrayatdi  ''tfU  kartavyam  iti  tndhih,*  ''uccdih  kurvanti  '*ty  tic- 
cdihkardtif. 

'  W.  ydvach-;  B.  hddath-;  W.  B.  0.  -Hhah.  (*)  W.  om.  »  B.  mra^anasya;  G. 
IL  -viralasya,  and  put  after  samvftatd  (B.  0.  -vftd).  *  G.  M.  ndmadheydni.  *  W. 
^ccnk-.  (*>  G.  M.  om.  <^  W.  G.  M.  om. ;  B.  adds  Aropantnt,  and  om.  the  following 
rule. 

10.  *  anvavaaargo  gdtrdndm  vinatatd*:  mdrdavam  svarasya 
snigdhatd:  khasyo  ^nUd  kanthasya  ^thUlate  Hy*  etdni  sddhandni 
pabdasya  ntpdihkardni  Qobdam  ntcam  amiddttaih*  kurvantl  Hy 
arthah:  ntca^abdam  uccdrayatdi*  ^tat  kartavyam  iti  vidhih:  ni- 
cdih  kurvantl  ^ti  nicdihkardni, 

(1)0.  ins.  nicdir  anuddtta  (i.39)  ity  uktam.  «  G.  M.  0.  viftrtatd.  '  G.  M. 
om.  iti    ^  G.  M.  ud-.    ^  W.  uddhdrayan^;  B.  -yan;  G.  M.  -raniy<Ud;  0.  -ranatd. 

11.  ^mandram  madhyamaw  tdrarh  ce  Hi*  sthdndni  bhavanH:^ 
maudram  iti  prathamam  :  madhyamam  iti  dvitlyam :  tdram  Ui 
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these  poeitions  or  qualities  ?''  the  subject  is  continued  in  the  next 
rule. 

12.  In  them  are  twenty-one  tones. 

For  the  application  of  these  tones  or  keys,  also,  we  are  referred 
to  a  later  passage  (xxiii.ll  etc.).  As  synonym  of  yama  is  given 
svaray  'tone.' 

The  commentator  chooses  to  connect  these  rules  with  those  that 
follow  in  the  next  chapter,  and  to  overlook  the  obvious  fact  that 
in  the  two  chapters  we  have  separate  and  independent  statements 
upon  the  same  subject,  which  cannot  have  come  from  the  same 
hand,  and  of  which  the  second  renders  the  first  wholly  superfluous. 

Hf^UI  II  ^^  II 

13.  The  verse-pause,  ^acfa-pause,  pause  for  hiatus,  and  pause 
for  hiatus  in  the  interior  of  a  word,  are  respectively  of  three 
moras,  two  mora^,  one  vftora,  and  a  half- wiora. 

As  example  of  the  pause  of  three  moras  at  the  end  of  a  verse  is 
quoted  vbhd  vdjaaya  sdtaye  huve  vdm :  (i.5.6* :  O.  omits  the  first 
two  words) ;  of  the  pause  of  two  moras^  in  padortext^  between  the 
padasy  ishe  :  tvd  :  Hfje  :  tvd  (i.1.1  et  al.):  and,  for  all  that  the 
jPrati98lkhya  tells  us,  we  are  to  regard  the  ava^raha  pause,  divid- 
ing the  two  parts  of  a  compound  word,  as  of  the  same  length  (the 
Rik  [16,  r.  29]  and  Vajasaneyi  [v.l]  Prlti98lkhyas  give  it  only  one 
mora)\  of  the  hiatus-pause,  sa  idhdnah  (iv.4.4^),  ta  enam  (ii.3. 
11*),  and  td  asindt  (ii.4.4':  W.  prefixes  d,  but  doubtless  only  by 


trttyam :  eteshdm*  sthdndndm  praycjanam,  lUtaratra*'  vakshyate. 
*etdni  sthdndni  keahdm  ityapekshdydm  dha  paras lUrani*, 
(^)  G.  M.  om.    «  0.  '<y  etdni.    ^  G.  M.  0.  eshr.    <  B.  itaraira.    (»)  0.  om. 

12.  teshu*  sthdneshv  ekavinpcUiryamdhsvardbhavarUi:  teshdm 
yamdndm  uttaratra  prayojanaih  vakshynte. 

'  0.  tatra  trishu ;  B.  adds  irishu. 

13.  rgvirdmddayas  trim>dtrddikdld*   yathdkramam*  hhavanti, 

yathd*:  ubhd ;  ity  rgvirdmah  :  is  he .*  iti  padavirdmah  : 

sa ;  ta .•  td .•  tttvtvrttivirdm<ih:  praUgam  itisamd- 

napadavivrtttvirdmah,  *rci*  virdma  rgvirdmah:  padasya  virdr 
mah  padavirdmah:  padadvayavivrttdu*  virdmo  vivrttivirdmah'**. 
pikshdydm  *  asya  vi^ha  uktah : 
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a  copyist's  blunder) ;  of  the  paase  of  interior  hiatus,  praUgam  (iv. 
4.2*),  which  is,  I  believe,  the  only  case.  The  commentator  also 
quotes  a  couple  of  verses  from  his  ^^ksha,  laying  down  four  sub- 
divisions of  the  pause  of  hiatus,  and  assigning  them  different 
quantities :  that  between  a  short  and  long  vowel  is  vatBdnusrti^ 
and  is  one  mora  long ;  that  between  a  long  and  following  short  is 
vatsdrvuadrirtt,  of  the  same  length;  between  two  short  vowels, 
pdkavcUt,  three  quarters  of  a  mora;  between  two  lone  vowels, 
pipilikdy  a  quarter-/^  ora  only  (Uvata's  comment  on  the  Kik  Prat. 
[ii.l]  states  the  intervals  quite  differently).  In  W.  there  are  two 
verses  which  are  not  found  in  the  rest ;  as  they  stand,  their  mean- 
ing is  in  great  part  obscure  to  me,  and  I  prefer  to  leave  them  una- 
mended and  untranslated. 


M^%iHw  ^J  ^rrf^  ^(^ 


^rTTf^  frimr  mSm  f^pjn^ 

14.  A  syllable  that  ends  with  a  consonant,  one  that  has  a 
long  vowel,  one  that  precedes  a  conjunction  of  consonants,  one 
that  is  nasal — ^all  these  are  to  be  accounted  heavy;  the  rest, 
other  than  these,  are  light. 

*pipUikd  dirghasame  ca  madhye 

savarncUd  pdkavatt  paddikye  : 

drshtvd  ca  vatsdnusrjas  tv  asdmye 

tv  atho  *ci  mukhyas  tu  virdmakdlahA . 

8varodaye  tv  anuavdro  hhaved  adhyanuindtrikah  : 

virdmap  ca  tayor  madhye  vdi^hikdc  ca  dtrghayoh,2,* 

hrasvddir  votsdnusrtir^*  ante  vatsdnusdrini : 

pdkavaty  ubhayaJirasvd*^  dtrghohhayd^^ pipilikd* 

^*mdtrd**  ca^*  vatsdnusrtis^*  tuthd  vatsdnusdrint : 

pddond  sydt  pdkavatt pddamdtrd  ptptlikd, " 

^''samdnam  ca  tat  padarh  ca  samdnapadarn:  ekapadam  ity 

arthah^\'  *'  samdnapade  vivrttih  samdnapadavivrttih :  taaydm^* 

virdmah**^  samdrnsipadavivrttivirdmah,   "   tUro  mdtrd  yatsyd  ''adu 

trimdtrah:  ^*doe  mdtre  yasyd  ^sdu  dvimdtrah:  ekd  mdtrd  yasyd 

^sdv  ekamdtrah :  ardhd  mdtrd  yasyd  '^adv  ardhamdtrah^^, 

»  W.  'trak'.  *  0.  -mena,  »  G.  M.  ora.  <*)  0.  puts  below,  at '».  »  W.  ry;  G  M. 
fco.  *  B.  padavi-;  0.  'yamadhyti  vivrttL  ''  W.  B.  om. ;  0.  padavtv-,  ^  Q.  M.  Ins. 
€^.  f^  in  W.  only.  '"  W.  'tadnttjasxtimadhyer ;  G.  M.  -ntWl^r.  "  B.  -yok-;  G. 
M.  -yeh-.  »  G.  M.  -ghaiyoa  tu,  <•»)  0.  om.  "  G.  M.  -irtkd.  »  G.  M.  om.  »«  W. 
-nusxjahti;  G.  M.  -wukftis.  t*')  0.  puts  below,  at  ".  "0.  puts  «>  hers.  »W. 
om. ;  B.  -amd;  0.  -ty^    »  W.  om.    "  0.  pute  <»^  here.    <*»)  In  G.  M.  only. 
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The  commentator  instances  the  different  kinds  of  "  heavy  "  syl- 
lable, as  follows:  one  ending  with  a  consonant,  mdte  'oa  puPram 
(iv.2.3^  et  aL :  G.  M.  omit) ;  one  long  by  its  vowel,  te  te  ^dhipcUayah 
(iv.4.11 3 :  G.  M.  omit  the  last  word) ;  one  followed  by  a  consonant- 
group,  a^md  ca  me  (iv.7.5' :  W.  has  dnmdyind,  which  appears  to 
be  merely  a  corrupt  reading ;  I  have  found  nothing  at  all  like  it  in 
the  Sanhita) ;  one  that  is  nasal,  viTi^atydi  (vii.2.13  et  al.). 

The  distinction  of  the  syllable  as  "heavy  "  or  "  light "  has  value 
only  in  a  metrical  point  of  view,  and  does  not  make  its  appearance 
elsewhere  in  our  treatise  (except  as  it  is  referred  to  in  nile  xxiv.6 
— which  rule  we  might  have  expected  the  commentator  to  quote 
here,  as  the  occasion  of  this  one).  The  quality  of  "long"  or 
"  short "  belongs  to  the  vowel  alone,  and  (see  xxi.  1  and  its  com- 
ment) the  consonants  accompanying  the  latter  are  regarded  as 
absorbed  into  it,  and  fonning  part  of  its  natural  quantity.  This 
separation  of  "  heavy  "  and  "  long,"  or  of  weight  and  quantity,  is 
practically  convenient,  perhaps,  but  theoretically  indefensible ;  and 
we  have  reason  to  be  surprised  that  phonetic  observers  so  acute  as 
the  Hindus  had  not  worked  the  theory  of  syllabic  quantity  into  a 
more  consistent  shape.  The  other  treatises  agree  with  this :  see 
Ath.  Pr.  L61-54,  and  notes. 

The  use  of  the  word  anundsika  in  describing  a  syllable  con- 
taining anusvdra  is  (as  already  noted,  under  iL30)  one  more  sign 
of  a  theorywhich  regards  the  anusvdra  as  a  quality  and  not  an 
element.  The  Ath.  Prat.,  which  holds  this  theory,  uses  the  same 
term  in  its  definition  (i.53).  It  deserves  to  be  noted,  however, 
that  to  read  anusvdram  instead  of  anundsikam  in  the  verse  would 
help  the  metre,  making  the  four  pddas  similar. 

This  rule  is  enough  by  itself  to  determine  the  weight  of  any 
syllable  whatever:  but,  as  the  commentator  points  out,  the  one 
following  is  added  to  resolve  any  doubts  which  might  after  all 
arise  as  to  what  syllables  were  light. 

14.  vyahjandntam  yad  aksharam:  ^vyailjanam  ante^  yci^ya  tad 
vyafljandntam  .•*  yad  u  cd  ^pi  dtrgham  *  aksharam :  *  samyoga- 
pHrvam  ca  yad  aksharam:  ^aamyogdt  piXrvam^  aarhyogapHrvam*: 
tathd  ^nundsikam:  adnundsikani'  yad  aksharam:  uktdny  etdni 
sarvdny  akshardni  gurdni  vidydt:  jdntydt    yathd  ^vyatljandn- 

tam  :  m>dte *    yathd  dlrgham  :  te yath(^  sdihyogapilr- 

vam:  apmd yathd  ''nundsikam^^:  vinpatydi,   "  ^shdny 

ato  'nydni  "  ;  ata^^  ehhyo  gurvbhyah  ^hdny  cmydny  akshardni 
**tato  *nantara7h^*  laghUni  vijdniydt^*,  ^eshdnV*  kdnt  Hy  d^arikyo 
Htaraglokena^''  vivrnotL 

(^)  G.  M.  put  at  beginning.  *  G.  M.  -tarh.  '  G.  M.  ins.  yad.  ^  G.  M.  ins,  yogdt 
purvar'n.  <*)  G.  M.  om.  •  B.  G.  M.  om. ;  0.  -gam.  '  0.  om. ;  G.  M.  anu-.  ^^  G. 
M.  vy<ii^andndm  Uy  cttra.  •  G.  M.  om.  '®  0.  puts  before  yatk<i.  "  B.  omits  from 
here  to  the  middle  of  rule  16  (beginnkig  again  with  saihyogaparaiii).  '*  G.  M.  0. 
ins.  taio  laghiM.    "  W.  eta.    <'•»)  G.  M.  om.     '*  G.  M.  jdn-.     •«  W.  -ni  'fe'.     "  W.  -ke, 
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15.  A  syllable  that  does  not  end  with  a  consonant,  that  has  a 
short  vowel,  and  that  is  not  followed  by  a  conjunction  of  conso- 
nants, and  one  that  is  not  combined  with  anusvdra — know  that 
to  be  light. 

This  is  a  mere  negative  to  the  preceding  rule,  and  a  wholly 
superfluous  addition  to  it — and  an  addition  made,  we  may  con- 
jecture, by  a  different  and  later  hand :  the  use  of  the  term  anusvdra 
distinctly  suggests  this. 

The  commentator  quotes,  by  way  of  example  of  light  syllables, 
simply  madudayand  asan  (vi.1.6* :  B.  O.  omit  the  last  word). 


CHAPTER    XXIII. 


Contents:  1-3,  causes  of  the  difierences  of  articulated  sounds;  4-10,  qualities  or 
temperaments  of  voice;  11-19,  tone  or  pitch  of  utterance;  20,  general  mode  of 
correct  utterance. 

1.  Now  for  the  origin  of  the  differences  of  articulate  sounds. 


16.  ^avyafijandntam  yad  aksharam  yac  ca  hrasvam  yac  *cd 

^aamyogapararh*  yac  cd  ^nantisvdrasamyuktam  etat  sarvam  aksha- 

ram  laghu*  nihodhata^  jdnidhvam.    yathd*:    mad- ityddi, 

vyafijanam  ante^  y«^«  tad-vyatljandntam:  *na  vyaHjandntam 

avya^jandntam:*  samyogahparoyasmdttatsamyoyaparam:  ''na 

Bamyogaparam'  a^amyogaparam :  ^antisvdrena  samyuktam*  anu- 

svdrasarhyuktam :  *nd  ^nusvdrasamyuktam*  anantiavdrasamyuk- 

tarn. 

iti  tribhdshyaratne  prdti^dkhyavivarane 

dvdvin^^'*  'dhydyaft,  ' 

0)  G.  M.  om.  W  W.  ca  saihyogapurveram.  '  W.  B.  iagM.  *  W.  om.  *  6.  M. 
aniam.  (•>  W.  om.  <^)  Q.  M.  tadbhinnam.  (^  0.  om. ;  W.  yuktam  only.  ^  B. 
om. ;  G.  M.  anuavdrayogavirdkUam.     '^  G.  M.  0.  dvitiyaprcLpie  dafamo. 

I.  athe  Hy  ayam  adhikdrah:  vgrndndm  vifeshotpattir  acyata 
ity  etad  adhikrtam  veditavyam  Ua  uUaram  yad  vakahydmaK 
varndndm  vipesho  varnam^haii :  towyo  'tpatttA  sd  tatho  *kkL 
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It  was  hardly  worth  while  to  give  a  rule  introductory  to  so  very 
brief  a  treatment  of  the  subject  as  is  here  to  follow. 


i<  jy  <H  Ir^^Hiflr^  H  lr^(Uli^->4M  IH[ 


I 


2.  The  diflferentiation  of  articulate  sounds  arises  from  emis- 
sion, closure,  position,  disposition  of  producing  organ,  and, 
fifthly,  from  quantity. 

That  is  to  say,  according  as  any  sound  is  different  from  another 
in  respect  to  one  or  more  of  these  five  constituent  or  determining 
elements,  so  its  nature  or  quality  is  different.  The  anuprddana  is 
the  emitted  material,  whether  tone,  breath,  or  the  intermediate 
A-sound  (ii.8-10) ;  by  aa^arga  (a  term  not  elsewhere  used)  is 
doubtless  intended  the  degree  of  approximation  of  the  articulating 
organs,  as  contact  (spar^ana,  ii.33),  approach  (itpasanhdra^  ii.31), 
and  the  like  (ii.14,16,45  etc.);  sthdna^  'place,  position,'  and  karana^ 
'producing  organ,'  are  the  familiar  names  given  respectively  to 
the  more  passive  and  the  more  active  of  the  two  parts  of  the 
mouth  by  whose  contact  or  approach  the  sound  receives  its  articu- 
late character  {vinyaya^  which  the  commentator  explains  by  vi- 
nydsa  [B.  reads  this  in  the  rule  itself],  seems  to  be  added  more  to 
make  up  the  verse  than  for  the  sake  of  its  meaning) ;  paritndna^ 
'measure'  (used  only  here),  is  synonymous  with  kdla,  'time,  quan- 
tity' (see  L31-37).  The  commentator  takes  a  as  an  example,  and 
says  of  it  that  its  "  emitted  material "  is  tone ;  its- "  closure, '  in  the 
throat ;  its  "  position,"  the  two  jaws ;  and  its  "  disposition  of  pro- 
ducing organ,"  the  two  lips.  Excepting  in  the  first  item,  this  is 
blundering  work :  a  is,  of  all  the  alphabetic  sounds,  the  one  least 
easy  to  try  by  the  tests  laid  down  in  this  nile ;  and  the  commenta- 
tor would  have  done  well  to  choose  some  more  manageable  illus- 
tration. 

3.  Sound  combined  with  articulation  is  the  origin  of  voice. 
The  conmientator  defines  prkta  by  mi^a, '  mixed,'  and  utpatti 

2.  anupraddnddihhih  pancabhif/  karandir  varnavdi^hyam' 
jdyate.  aJcdrasya  tdvad  anupraddnam  nddah :  sarhsaryah  kanthe: 
sthdnam  JianH:  karanavinyaya^  oshthdu :  vinyayo  ndma  vinydr 
sah:  parimdnam*  mdtrdkdldh :  evarh  aarvavamdndm  boddha- 
vyam.  vifesJiahhdvo^  vdipes/iyam:  varndndih  vdi^hyarh  var- 
navdi^hyam*, 

^  G.  M.  om.  '  G.  M.  0.  'ndndm  v-.  "  0.  -nydscu  *  W.  0.  parim-^  as  also  (with 
T.)  in  the  rule.    *  G.  M.  0.  'sliasya  hhr.     «  W.  0.  om. ;  G.  M.  taihd. 

3.  prkto  mi^a  ity  arthdh :  varnami^ah^  gabdo  t^dco  '«dk<\ja«vjo 
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by  upddiina  and  kdrana^  'cauBe.'    This  combination  denies  the 
quality  of  voice  to  the  mere  "  sound  "  of  drums  and  the  like. 

4.  Of  voice,  there  are  seven  qualities. 

Here  is  a  different  and  expanded  version  of  the  doctrine  of  three 
qualities,  as  laid  down  above,  in  rule  xxiLl  I.  The  following  rules 
give  the  details.  The  commentator  gives  of  stkdna  the  lucid  defi- 
nition "  those  whereby  the  voice  is  put  to  use,  and  that  wherein  it 
stands — that  is  sthdna.^'* 

^S^Vi!!S^[F{^^^  II H.  II 

5.  Namely,  inaudible,  murmur,  whisper,  mumbling,  soft, 
middle,  and  loud. 

The  rules  that  follow  define  the  senses  in  which  we  are  to  under- 
stand the  terms  here  given.  They  indicate  plainly  enough  a  con- 
tinual progression,  from  inaudible  and  merely  mental  utterance  up 
to  loud  and  distinct  speaking ;  but  it  is  not  easy  to  find  words 
which  shall  represent  them  closely. 

*(UNe^!il^HHH.MM  i^mm^  ii  K  » 

6.  **  Inaudible ''  is  without  sound,  without  application  of 
mind,  but  with  articulating  action. 

The  commentator  explains  karanavat  by  prat/atnavat^  'with 
effort,'  and  states  its  object  to  be  to  deny  absolute  silence  to  the 
updn^.     "  Without  sound "  signifies  the  exceeding  littleness  of 


Hpattir  upiidihiaih^  kdranam  b/uivati,    varnaprkta  iti  kim  :  dun- 
dubhyddi^^ddndm  vdkt/atd*  md  bhUd  itL 
»  MSS.  -pra.    *  B.  G.  M.  0.  -na,    »  B.  -tvam. 

4.  'tv/ca/<  sapta  sthdndni  hhavanti:^  tdny  uttarasiitre  vak- 
shyante,  ydir  vdk*  prayujyate*  yasminQ  ca  tishthati  taC  Md- 
nam  :  tdni  yathdkramam  uddhariahydmah, 

0)  G.  M.  om.     *  B.  'kyam.    ^B.  yuj- ;  W.  0.  add  se,    *  0.  oiu. 

6.  updhpv  iti prat/tamam  vdca  sthdnam  :  dhvdna^  iti  dvitiyam: 
nimcida^  iti  trttyam:  evam  ittirdny  api  ndmatah  saptdi  "^idni 
sthdndni  jdnfydt,  upuritanam*  sUtram  drabhya  prutyekam  eshdm 
lakshanam*  vakshyate^. 

»  0.  -nam;  G.  M.  -nam.  «  0.  -dam.  »  B.  O.  -lio.  *  G.  M.  sthdndndm.  »  G.  IL 
lak-. 

6.  karanavcU  prayainavad  ity  arthdh:  nd  ^sti  ^abdo  dhvanir 
asminn  ity^  a^abdam^:  manasd  prayogo  manahprayogah^:  nd  ^Hi 
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sound  in  this  mode  of  utterance.  "  Without  application  of  mind  " 
excludes  any  intentional  use  of  uddtta  etc.  This  last  is  not  very 
satisfactory ;  and,  indeed,  we  should  as  soon  expect  the  contrary 
term,  rnan<zhprayoga^ '  with  application  of  mind,'  to  be  read,  as 
indicating  an  utterance  in  which  the  mind  does  its  full  part,  though 
not  the  voice  also  (G.  M.,  in  fact,  read  it  in  the  rule). 


?r^q;s^^3TRFRqFrf^mR:  ii  ©  ii 


7.  "Murmur"  is  inaudibleness  of  syllables  and  consonants. 

The  commentator  explains  akshara^  'syllables,'  as  meaning  here 
'  vowels,'  but  there  seems  no  need  of  refusing  the  word  its  ordinary 
signification.  Inaudibleness,  we  are  further  told,  being  a  charac- 
teristic of  updfigu  also,  it  is  here  again  specified  in  order  to  teach 
that  there  is  no  actual  sound  heard.  Of  what  follows,  a  great  part 
has  dropped  out  in  B.  G.  M.,  and  is  much  corrupted  in  the  other 
two  manuscripts,  so  as  to  be  very  obscure.  The  separate  mention 
of  syllables  and  consonants  is  for  the  sake  of  clearness  (?),  and  in- 
dicates exceeding  inaudibleness :  and  there  is  added  a  comparison 
with  tame  and  wild  cattle,  of  which  I  fail  to  make  any  sense. 
Others  say  that  the  inaudibleness  is  of  «,  A,  and  so  on.  All  of 
which  is  very  trivial  and  unedifying. 

8.  "Whisper"  is  their  audibleness. 


manahprayogo  yasminn^  ity  amanahprayogam^,    *vdca  sthdnam 

idrpam*  updn^  ity  upadl^ate,    tatra  karanavad  iti  tUshnimbhdr 

vanivrttyartkam\'    a^abdam    iti    pcdfdasyd    Hyantdlpatdrtham\' 

amanahprayogam  ity  vddttddindm  admkcdpikaprayogapratiahe- 

dhdrtharn*. 

'  W.  B.  put  before  asmin.  *  6.  M.  -doA.  *  W.  manah;  B.  -gah  stvam;  0.  ma- 
nasahpr-.  *  G.  M.  0.  *sminn,  *  G.  M.  -gah,  (•)  W.  sthdnam  vdca  ichvdih.  '  G. 
M.  'Oioh.     8  G.  M.  'thah.     »  G.  M.  samkalpakaprati- ;  B.  G.  M.  -thah. 

7.  akshardni  svardh :  akshardndm  vyafljaudndm^  cd  ^nupaldb- 
dhir  dhvdno  ndma  dvittyam  vdca  sthdnam,  updn^lakahane  ^py 
anupaXahdhdu  satydm  punarva^anam^  a^abdopfdahdhividhdndr- 
tham^:  ^aksharavyafijandndm  bhedagrahanant^  ahhikhydrtham*: 
atyantdnupalabd/iir'  ity  arthah,    '   anye  tv*  dhuh:*  aksharavyafir 

jandndm  savisarjantyddtndm}^  anupalabdhir  iti, 

»  G.  M.  svardndm.  «  W.  B.  -cana;  0.  -canarh.  ^  W.  B.  0.  fobd-;  G.  M.  -rthah. 
(*)  B.  G.  M.  om. "  *  0.  bhedena  gr-.  «  W.  dhhdkshayyaydrtham ;  0.  dhh-.  '  0.  -ntd- 
pal-,  ^  W.  ins.  ydmanyasya  pofor  araranyasya  pi  tuq^am  Ui;  0.  ins.  yathd  na 
grdmyasya  pofor  ante  ndranyasddhyetacyam  iti.    •  0.  om.  tu.     '^  G.  M.  via-. 

8.  aksharavyailjandndm  upalabdhir  nimado  ndma  trttyam  vdpa 
sthdnam  bhavati. 
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I  have  rendered  nimada  by  'whisper'  rather  at  a  venture: 
whether  the  word  accurately  represents  it  or  not  is  at  any  rate  of 
very  small  consequence. 

H!i|Qie(H^[^HH  II  ^  II 

9.  "  Mumbling  "  is  the  same,  with  sound. 

^abda  would  seem  to  be  used  here  in  the  sense  of  ndda,  *  tone,' 
if  the  definition  is  to  be  made  anything  of;  the  term  upabdimcU  is 
found  in  the  Taittirlya-Sanhita  (atiiLl.9'),  used  in  antithesis  to 
updn^, 

10.  "Soft^^  is  in  the  chest,  "middle"  in  the  throat,  "loud"  in 
the  head. 

The  South-Indian  manuscripts  (G.  M.)  divide  this  rule  into  three, 
and  break  up  the  comment  into  three  corresponding  parts,  without 
other  change.  I  presume  that  the  treatment  of  the  whole  as  one 
rule  is  more  original ;  the  subject  joins  on,  as  it  were,  to  rule  xxii 
11,  and  gives  the  received  doctrine  as  to  the  mode  of  production 
of  the  three  qualities  of  voice  there  laid  down.  And  the  distinc- 
tion of  the  four  other  qualities  by  which  "  soft "  shades  off  into 
utter  inaudibility  is  a  later  addition  to  the  doctrine — one  of  those 
pieces  of  useless  over-relineraent  which  are  thoroughly  character- 
istic of  the  Hindu  mode  of  working. 

The  commentator  points  out  that  the  firet  four  of  the  seven 
sthdnas  described  in  tnis  chapter  are  used  "  in  sacrifices  etc. ;"  and 
the  last  three,  at  the  morning,  noon,  and  evening  savanas,  or  soma- 
libations,  respectively.  And  he  quotes  "  from  the  ^iksha  "  a  pair 
of  verses  which  are  found  in  the  Rik-version  of  the  pdninfya 
^iksha  (verses  36,37  ;  see  Weber's  Indische  Studien,  iv.363^),  to 
the  effect  that  "  in  early  morning,  one  must  always  read  with  chest- 
tone,  resembling  the  growl  of  the  tiger ;  at  noon,  with  thVoat-tone, 

9.  *  aksharavyafijand^}dih  sa^abdam  upaiabdhir'  upabdiman* 
ndma  caturtham  vdca  sthdrunn  bhavati*, 

'  G.  M.  ina  pabdena  suha  vartata  Hi  sa^ahdam,  *  W.  0.  om. ;  B.  -hdhiman.  '  B. 
om.    "•  W.  B.  0.  om. 

10.  yatro  ^rast  8thd7w  prayoga  upalabkyate  tan  mandram  ndma* 
vdcah  pancamam^  athdfiam  *  .  yatra  kanthe  sthdne  prayoga  upa- 
labkyate tan  madhyamam  ndma  shashthai'n  vdca  sthdnani  *  . 
yatra  ^irasi  sthdne  prayoga  upaJahhyate  tat  (dram  ndma  sapta- 
math  vdca  sthdnam  * .  eteshv  ddita^  caturndm^  ''yajiiddishu  pta- 
yogah':  mandram  ^prdtahsavana  vpaytijyatt^:  madhyam.an\  md- 
dhyandine  savane*:  tdram  trtiyasavane.  ^ikshd  cdi  vam  vah- 
shyati : 


xxiii.  11.]  TdUtirtya'Prdtix^khya  and  TVihh&shyaratna.  407 

like  the  warble  of  the  cakravdJca  ;  the  third  soma-libation  is  known 
as  accompanied  with  loud  tone,  and  this  is  always  to  be  employed 
as  head-tone,  with  sound  proceeding  from  the  head,  and  resembling 
the  cries  of  the  peacock,  hansa  and  hokila.^^ 

The  Rik  Pr.  (xiii.l7)  teaches  the  same  three  sthdncis^  but  calls 
the  third  uttama  instead  of  tdra.  The  Vaj.  Pr.  (L  10,30)  lays  down 
their  number  and  their  place  of  production  (assigning  to  the  third 
the  hhrdmadhya^  *  middle  of  the  brows,'  instead  of  pircw,  'head'), 
but  gives  them  no  specific  names.  We  cannot  well  avoid  regard- 
ing them  as  involving  a  diiference  of  pitch,  as  well  as  of  force  or 
loudness  of  utterance ;  the  first  is  low,  the  third  high  and  shrill, 
the  other  intermediate  between  them,  or  at  the  ordinary  natural 
pitch  of  the  voice.  They  answer  to  the  lower,  middle,  and  upper 
"registers"  of  a  voice;  and  our  modem  musical  theory  recog- 
nizes an  analogous  distinction  of  chest-tone  and  head-tone.  Each 
register,  as  the  following  rules  go  on  to  explain,  is  divided  into 
seven  tones  or  pitches. 

11.  In  the  three  qualities  beginning  with  "soft,"  there  are 
seven  tones  each. 

As  synonym  of  yarna^  the  commentator  give^  svara^  doubtless 
here  to  be  understood  as  '  musical  note,  tone  of  the  gamut ;'  he 
adds  '  acute,  and  so  on,'  which  might  be  said  blunderingly,  as  if 
the  word  he  had  iust  given  meant  '  accent '  instead  of  *  musical 
tone,'  or  also  intelligently,  as  implying  the  identity  of  accent  with 

prdtah pathen}^  nityam  uraathitena^^ 

svarena  ^drdHlarytopamena^^: 
madhyandine  kanthagcUena  cdi  'va 

cakrdhvasaTiikiXjitasaihnibhena, 
tdram  tu  vidydt  savanaih^*  trttyam^* 

^irogatatW^  tac  ca  sadd^*  praycjyam: 
mayHrahansdnyahhrtasvandndm 

tulyena  7iddena  girasthitena^'' , 

'  B.  om.  •  G.  M.  0.  put  before  vdcah.  ^  G.  M.  ins.  hhavati.  k  ant  he  madhya- 
mam.  *G.  M.  ins.  hhavati.  ^irasi  tdram.  *G.  M.  ins.  hhavati.  •£.  catwrvaa-' 
ndndm.  ^  G.  M.  -shu  'pay-.  <^  W.  -nam  up-;  G.  M.  -ne  urasiprayth.  *B.  G.  M. 
om.  w  W.  ka-;  G.  M.  -than.  "  G.  M.  sthalena.  "  G.  M.  -rata-.  "  G.  M.  -ne. 
^*  G.  M.  -ye.    "  G.  M.  -otthitam.     '«  G.  M.  tathd.     "  G.  M.  firogatena. 

1 1 .  trishu  mandrddishu  sthdneshv  ekdikasmint  saptasapta  yarnd 
bhavanti :  yamdh  ^svardh :  tiddttddaya^  itl  ydvat,  saptasapte  Hi 
vtpsdyd*  ekdikasndnn  iti  lahhyate,  ke  te*  yanid  ity  dgankyo  Hta- 
rasiltreno*  ^ttaram  dha. 

m 

<')  G  M.  8ffarddaya.  »  W.  B.  -yah;  0.  -ydm.  »  w.  0.  ne;  G.  M.  0.  put  before 
ke.    *W.  .*ro. 
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musical  pitch — an  identity  which  is  the  ground  of  their  common 
appellation. 

The  same  statement,  as  to  the  seven  yamcbs  or  '  tones '  in  each 
sthdna^  'register'  or  'scale,'  and  the  same  identification  with  the 
avaras,  are  made  in  the  Rik  Prat,  (xiii.17).  We  are  to  assume, 
without  much  question,  that  the  scales  pass  into  one  another  by  a 
constant  ascending  series,  like  the  bass  and  soprano  scales  in  our 
own  system  of  musical  notation. 

«[>«yJ4^HR,HlMrirnM^rj5*[H-5!.liHf=(l*Tl:  II  \;^  II 

12.  Namely  krshta^  first,  second,  third,  fourth,  mandra,  and 
atisvdrya. 

These  are  not  the  ordinary  names  of  the  seven  notes  of  the 
Hindu  scale,  or  svaras  (for  which,  see  Jones  "on  the  Musical 
Modes  of  the  Hindus,"  As.  Res.,  vol.  iil ;  Weber's  Indische  Stu- 
dien,  viii.269  ff.);  but  they  are,  apparently,  alternative  appella- 
tions for  the  same  thing ;  they  are  given  by  Uvata,  in  his  com- 
ment on  Rik  Prat.  xiii.  1 7,  as  used  sdmasu^  '  in  the  sdmans^  or  '  in 
the  S^ma-Veda '  (Mtlller's  Rik  Pr.,  p.  cclxxii.).  Uvata  calls  the 
first  krushta,  instead  of  krshta,  and  tne  same  is  the  reading  of  G. 
M.  in  our  rules  and  their  commentary,  as  also  of  T.  in  rule  14  only 
(Mtlller,  1.  c,  p.  cclxxiii.,  marginal  note,  states  krushta  or  kiishta  to 
be  the  reading  of  O.  also,  but  the  maker  of  my  collation  does  not 
note  the  fact,  except  once,  under  rule  14,  in  putting  in  on  the 
margin  a  passage  inserted  out  of  place). 


Rf'Tf   ejliHsfl^Hfe  II  X^  II 


13.  Of  these,  the  perception  is  bom  of  brightness. 

I  have  simply  translated  the  problematical  word  cttptijd  literally, 
without  claiming  to  understand  what  it  signifies.  The  comment 
throws  no  light  upon  it,  nor  do  I  get  any  from  any  other  quarter. 
The  former  says  merely  that  the  perception  of  each  preceding  one 
is  "  bom  from  the  brightness "  of  its  successor ;  namely,  the  per- 

12.  krshtap^  cd*  prathama^  ca*  dvittya^  ca  trtiya^  ca  caturthaQ 
*ca  mandrap*  cd  Hiavdrya^  ca  krshtaprathaniadvittycUrttyacatitr' 
thamandrdtisndrydh^:  te  tatho  ^ktdh  :  *ete  khalu*  yamd  ndma, 

^  G.  M.  krushta^  (as  also  in  the  rule).     *  0.  om.  ca.    ^  0.  om.  ca,    <^  B,  O.  om. 

*  G.  M.  0.  om.  *  <«)  B.  krshtddayo. 

13.  tes/idm  ^khalu  aaptayamdndrri'  lUtarottarctdiptijd*  piirvapdr' 
vopalabdhi/i**^  aydt.  tat^  katham:  atiavdryadiptijd  mandropalab- 
dhih*:  mandrdc  caturthopcUahdhih :  caturthdt  trtiyah:  trtiydd 
dvittyah:  dvWydt  prathamuh :  prathamdt  krshta'  upcdabhyaU. 

0)  W.  diptyopalabdhih.    «  G.  M.  0.  aapta^^rdndm.    »  B.  -rdd-;  G.  M.  -rm  d-. 

*  O.  purvojh,    ^  G.  M.  om.     •  W.  B.  mantr-;  G.  M.  nimadop-.    '  G.  M.  kruahiak; 
0.  krshtah  ity. 
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ception  of  mandra  from  that  of  atuvdrya;  that  of  the  fourth, 
from  mandra;  and  so  on  through  the  series.  Perhaps  the  ex- 
pression is  nothing  more  than  one  violently  figurative,  signifying 
that  each  tone  receives  light  from,  or  is  set  m  its  true  light  by,  the 
rest,  or  the  ones  or  one  nearest  it :  only,  in  that  case,  we  should 
look  for  some  word  combined  with  dtpti  to  indicate  the  source  of 
the  light. 

MtUler  (under  Rik  Prat.  xiiLl7,  r.  dccli.)  surmises  that  the  pres- 
ent rule  may  mean  the  same  thing  with  the  rule  of  the  Rik  Prat. 
anantara^  cd  ^tra  yamo  'vipeshah^  which  he  translates  '  in  these 
three  places  (sthdna)  a  yama  without  another  yama  is  undistin- 
^uishaole.^  It  is  very  doubtful,  however,  whether  he  is  justified 
m  rendering  anantara  by  'not  having  another,'  and  whether  his 
rule  is  not  rather  intended  to  signify  that  the  three  scales  pass 
directly  into  one  another,  the  first  note  of  the  second  being  equiva- 
lent to  an  eighth  of  the  first,  and  so  on. 

14.  "Sec<ind,"  "first,"  and  Jcrshta  are  the  three  tones  of  the 
Ahv&rakas. 

This  rule  makes  a  ^ka  with  the  one  that  follows :  which  is,  of 
course,  a  marked  indication  that  both  are  interpolated  here.  The 
same  thing  may  be  inferred  from  the  fact  that  rule  15  teaches 
nothing  which  is  not  found  also  in  16.     ' 

The  comment  adds  nothing  whatever  to  our  understanding  of 
the  rule.^ 

The  Ahvarakas  are  mentioned  in  the  Caranavyiiha  (paragraph 
12 :  see  Weber's  Indische  Studien,  iii.267)  as  holders  of  one  ^dkhd 
of  the  Yajur-Veda. 

15.  The  four  beginning  with  mandra  and  ending  with  "  sec- 
ond "  are  those  of  the  Taittirtyas. 

This  second  half-verse,  as  already  pointed  out,  is  superfluous  in 
view  of  the  next  rule,  which  treats  the  same  subject,  and  much 
more  explicitly. 

14.  dvitiyap  ca  prathamap  ca  hrahta^^  ca  te  tatho  ^ktdh  '  ;  ete 
traya  dhvdrakasvardh^  *ywA  .•  ^eshdm*  tdir  eva  prayogo  vedita- 
vyah*.    *dhvdrakdndfh  svard*  dhvdrakasvardh. 

0.  inaerte  the  whole  comment  out  of  place,  after  that  to  the  next  rule.  *  6.  M. 
kruah-  (as  also,  with  T.,  in  the  rule) ;  0.  ku8?^.  *  B.  ins.  dvitiyddayah.  ^  W.  -kdav- ; 
0.  'kdrd.    (*>  O.  om.     *  G.  M.  te-.    <•>  B.  -kashtdavardndm ;  G.  M.  -kasvard. 

15.  mandrddayap  catvdro^  dvitiydntdh  avard^  mandra>caturtha- 
trttyadvitiyds  tdiUirtyaJcdh  syuh*. 

'  G.  M.  0.  -ra  avard.    *  G.  M.  0.  om.    '  0.  teahd/ii  HtHriyake  prayogo  vedUavyak, 
VOL.  IX.  -62 
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16.  According  to  the  Taittiriyas,  the  mandra  proceeds  from 
the  "second,"  and  the  "third"  and  ** fourth"  come  next  after: 
this  they  style  the  tone-quaternion. 

The  order  of  the  four  tones  is  not  made  entirely  clear  by  this 
rule,  nor  by  the  commentator's  explanation  of  it.  The  latter  says 
that  "the  mandra  of  the  Taittiriyas  is  born  or  produced  from  the 
'  second ;'  "  and,  if  the  expression  be  used  in  a  manner  akin  with 
those  under  rule  13,  this  would  imply  that  the  mandra  came  first, 
and  the  "  second  "  after — which  would,  of  course,  accord  best  with 
the  value  of  the  two  names :  mandra  would  thus  be  the  lowest  of 
the  four  yamaSy  as  it  is  the  lowest  of  the  three  sthdnaa.  But  the 
commentator  then  goes  on  to  say  that  the  series  of  yanuis  thus 
"  beginning  with  '  second '  "  is  styled  tone-quaternion :  and  this 
would  imply  that  the  order  is  second,  mandra^  third,  fourth.  Yet 
ftirther,  he  adds  that  "  second  "  is  uddtta^  mandra  is  anuddtta^  and 
"  third  "  and  "  fourth  "  are  avarita  and  jyracaya.  This  makes  the 
impression  of  a  purely  formal  and  unintelligent  identification,  or 
a  forcing  through  of  a  parallelism  between  the  four  tones  and  the 
four  accepted  accents  (which,  however,  are  in  respect  to  tone  only 
.three,  since  the  pracayn  is  "of  vddUa  tone,"  xxi.lO),  without  the 
slightest  regard  to  the  already  defined  tonic  quality  of  the  accents. 
The  comment,  in  truth,  through  this  whole  subject,  seems  to  be 
written  with  a  very  insuflicient  comprehension  of  the  meaning  of 
the  text :  see  especially  the  rules  that  follow. 

Our  attention  is  called  to  the  fact  that  the  preceding  rule  laid 
down  the  number  of  the  Taittiriya  yamas^  the  present  one  under- 
taking nothing  more  than  to  describe  their  order ;  and  that  the 
intention  of  the  last  words  of  the  rule  is  therefore  simply  to  give  a 
name  to  the  series.  I  have  pointed  out  above,  however,  that  rules 
14  and  15  seem  to  have  been  put  in  by  themselves,  without  any 
regard  to  16. 


16.  Hdittiriydndm  dvittydt  khalu  mandro  jdyate:  tadananta- 

raiW  Hrttyacaturthdu  sydtdm  :^  etad  eva  dvittyddt*  svaramanda- 

lam*  caturyamam.*  ity  dcakshate.    yo  *dvittyah  sa  uddttah :  ''yo* 

mAndrah  so  'nuddttah  ;'  ydu  trtiyaeaturthdu*  tdu  svaritapracaydv 

Hty  arthah*,    anena  sUtrena  pdrveshdm^'^  eva  caturudm  svardnMi 

kram^niyamah  kriyate:  catu/isamkhyd  tu  pHrvasiUrendi  'vo" 

^ktd:  tasmdd  atra  caturyamam  ity  etat  sawjildvidhiparam^*  iti 

prattyate, 

0)  B.  om.  (along  with  all  &e  rule  save  the  first  three  words).  C*)  G.  cm.  '  W. 
B.  0.  -dM.  *  W.  B.  -ndanarh.  »  G.  M.  -yam.  ^  B.  dvitiyo  udditayor,  0)  G.  M. 
0.  om.  « *W.  dviH-.  <»)  G.  M.  om.  >«  W.sarv-;  G.  M.  0.  pArwMdndm,  "  O.  om. 
eva.    '*  W.  O.  --dhiindparttmam ;  G.  IL  -dhdnap-. 
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The  mention  of  the  Taittirlyas  here,  and  in  this  manner,  seems 
to  indicate  that  the  Praticakhya  does  not  belong  to  their  school, 
or  concern  itself  with  their  ^dkhd;  although,  perhaps,  both  stand 
in  an  especially  near  relation  to  it.  See  what  is  said  upon  this 
point  in  the  concluding  note. 


HRHPiMHH|l   ar%:  ii  \^  ii 


17.  In  it,  progression  is  by  intervals  of  two  tones. 

1  have  rendered  this  rule  according  to  what  seems  to  me  most 
likely  to  be  its  real  meaning — although,  at  the  same  time,  I  do  not 
feel  by  any  means  confident  that  I  understand  it  correctly.  If  the 
T&ittiiiyas  acknowledge  only  four  notes  in  the  scale  or  octave,  it 
seems  natural  that  they  should  fix  these  at  wider  intervals  from 
one  another ;  and  the  phraseology  of  the  rule  is  well  enough  cal- 
culated to  express  this.  The  verification  or  rejection  of  my  ver- 
sion may  be  left  till  we  shall  better  comprehend  the  Hindu  musi- 
cal system,  and  its  modification  or  adaptation  as  here  presented. 
I  am,  at  any  rate,  persuaded  that  my  guess  is  more  likely  to  be 
right  than  either  of  the  two  which  the  commentator  ventures.  Of 
these,  the  first  is  nothing  less  than  absurd ;  it  makes  tasmin  refer 
to  anuddtta,  although  such  an  antecedent  can  only  have  timibled 
in  out  of  the  clouds,  there  having  been  nothing  whatever  to  suggest 
it  in  the  preceding  rules ;  and  renders  '  in  this  anvddtta  there  is  a 
being-within  of  two  yamas;  that  is  to  say,  in  aniiddtta  inheres 
the  quality  oisvarita  and  also  that  oipracaya  V  And,  as  examples 
of  this  wonderful  anuddtta,  are  quoted  sd  nah  parshat  (not  found 
in  the  Taittirlya-Sanhita,  but  occurs  Rig-Veda  i.99.1;  x.187.1-5 ; 
and  Atharva-veda  vii.63.1),  and  jorfry  avadatdm  (i.7.22). 

The  commentator's  second  guess  is  so  far  better  than  his  first 
that  he  gives  the  obviously  correct  interpretation  of  tasmin^  as 
referring  to  caiuryamam  in  the  preceding  rule ;  but  he  makes  out 
the  meaning  to  be  that,  in  this  series  of  svaras,  two  are  contained 
in  the  interior,  or  are  included  between  the  other  two.     And  he 

17.  dvdu  ca  tdu  yamdu  ca^  dmyamdu^:  dviyamayor*  antard- 
vrttir  mddhyavrttis*    taa^minn    anuddtte  ^hhavati:    svaritcUvarn 

prcLcayatvam   cd  ^nuddtte"  hhavatt  "^ty  arthah,    yuthd:  sa .• 

pary 

kecid  anyathd  kathayanti :  tasmin*  catiiryame'  svarainandale 
dviyamdntard*  vrttih:  svaradvayaaya*  madhye  vartamdnam 
sydt  "  . 

anuddUo  hrdijheyo  milrdhny  uddtta  vddhrtah: 
svaritcih  karnamHUyah^^  sarvdnge^*  pracayah  smrtah. 
**asyd  ''yam  arthah ;"  uddUdnicddttayor^*  ^^madhye  svaritapracor 
yayor^*  antardvrttir  bhanati,    'Hathd  kduhaleyahaatavmydaaaa- 
maye  *pV*  svarUapracayayor  antardvrttir  upadipyate: 
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cites  a  verse :  '^  anuddtta  is  to  be  known  as  in  the  heart ;  uddUa 
is  uttered  in  the  head ;  svarita  is  at  the  root  of  the  ears  (or  of  the 
throat,  as  G.  M.  have  it) ;  pracaya  is  declared  to  be  in  the  whole 
member  (or  to  belong  to  the  whole  mouth,  W.  says) ;"  the  mean- 
ing of  which  he  states  to  be  that  svarita  and  pracaya  are  found 
between  uddtta  and  anuddtta — forgetting  that  under  the  previous 
rule  he  had  assigned  them  a  different  position.  Further,  he  says 
that  the  interior  position  of  svarita  and  pracaya  is  shown  in  Kdu- 
haleya's  system  of  motions  of  the  hand,  as  appears  from  the  verse 
"  the  chief  of  the  digits  (i.  e.  the  thumb)  points  out  itddtta  when 
its  apex  is  applied  to  the  root  of  the  forefinger;  when  to  the  last 
but  one  (L  e.  the  ring-finger)  and  to  the  middle  finger,  it  points 
out  the  svarita  and  the  dhrta;  when  to  the.  little  finger,  the  anih 
ddUa^  This  verse  occurs  in  the  Rik-version  of  the  pdniniya  (^\k- 
shjl  (as  verse  43:  see  Weber's  Indische  Studien,  iv,366)  :  th^  com- 
mentator does  not  regard  it  as  a  ^il^sha  verse,  but  adds  yet  another 
which  he  claims  to  take  from  his  9^^^^)  although  it  is  not  found 
in  either  version  of  the  known  treatise  of  that  name  (but  compare 
verse  44, 1.  c,  p.  366) ;  "  the  little  finger,  the  ring-finger,  the  mid- 
dle finger,  and  the  forefinger — these,  along  with  the  tip  of  the 
thumb,  severally  point  out  the  grave,  circumflex,  dhrta^  and  acute 
accents."  The  pracaya  is  here  twice  called  dhrta^  and  it  again, 
apparently,  receives  the  same  name  in  the  last  rule  of  the  chapter 
(unfortunately,  I  overlooked  these  passages  when  commenting  on 
the  term  dhrtapracaya  in  nile  xviii,3) :  "sustained"  or  "contin- 
ued "  is  a  sufliciently  natural  substitute  for  pracaya^  as  appella- 
tion of  the  accent  in  question. 

I  do  not  understand  precisely  what  and  how  much  credit  the 
commentator  intends  to  claim  for  these  two  explanations  in  calling 
them  (in  his  final  remark)  mukhya:  if  he  means  that  they  are  the 
best  among  a  number  which  had  beeij  suggested  and  might  have 
been  reported,  it  is  so  much  the  worse  for  the  rest. 


IT 


"itddttam  dkhydti  vrsho  'nytUtndm 

prade^intmiUanivishtamilrdhd : 

updntamadhye^*  svarita m  dhrta m  ca 

kanishthikdydm  anuddttam  eve  Hi 

^^^kshdvacanam  apV*  cdi  \mm  vaJcshyati: 

kanishthikd*^  ^ndmikd  ca*^  madhyamd  ca  pradepini  : 

ntcascdradhrtoddttdn  arigyshthdgrena^^  nirdipet. 

mt^hyam  eva^*  vydkhydnadvayam^*'  ttaL 

»  MSS.  om.  «  W.  0.  om.  «  W.  B.  0.  -fwor.  ^  G.  M  om.;  B.  mtdhyw-;  0. 
madhyev:  (»)  0.  om.  «  G.  M.  -iwf.  '  W.  B.  0.  ma.  «  W.  B.  0.  dvitiy-.  »  G.  M. 
-dviyamasya,  >«  G.  M.  0.  ins.  tathd  hi.  ^  G.  M.  karUharf^'-  ''  W.  sarvdsyah;  0. 
miydaye.  0*)  W.  om.;  B.  om.  aaya.  '*  G.  M.  tiddtidnuddttcuwarita.  <^^  W.  om. 
0*)  0.  om.;  G.  M.  -leye  hasU.  0^  0.  om.;  G.  M.  dkhydii  yathd  :  pradefwUmula 
uddltam  updntamadhyayor  madhye  svaritah  ca  kanishthikdydm  anuddUam  Hi. 
»«  W.  aiecam-.  <'»>  0.  fikshd.  »  0.  shthd-  *'  O.  M.  cd  'pi;  0.  cd  'tha.  «  O.  dn- 
gushtfuiyena.    **  G.  M.  evarh.    •*  W.  0.  -nam  dv-. 
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18.  That  progression  we  will  set  forth. 

The  commentator  declares  tdm  here  to  bring  forward  solely  the 
word  vrttim  from  the  preceding  rule  (not  that  word  with  its  quali- 
fications), and  the  vrtti  aimed  at  to  be  the  fourfold  progression  of 
the  ccUuryama  taught  in  rules  16  and  19.  This  is,  of  course, 
forced  and  unacceptable.  I  imagine  that,  on  the  contrary,  in  the 
oral  tradition  of  the  Prati9akhya,  an  uttered  illustration  of  the 
four  tones,  separated  by  double  intervals  and  so  covering  the 
whole  octave,  was  given — which  illustration,  of  course,  could  not 
be  set  down  in  the  written  text. 

H^rJ*THlHr*Jfh*j[  II  \^  II 

19.  That  is  what  is  called  the  quaternion  of  tones. 

This  is  naturally  enough  explainable  as  a  winding-up  remark, 
after  the  exemplification  of  the  four  Taittiriya  tones  notined  in  the 
preceding  rule  has  been  duly  given.  To  the  commentator,  it  is  a 
mere  repetition  of  what  had  been  already  stated  above,  in  rules  16 
and  16 ;  and  he  excuses  it  as  being  intended,  under  the  guise  of  a 
summing-up,  to  confirm  the  view  laid  down,  and  repel  other  opin- 
ions inconsistent  with  it.  For,  he  adds,  some  people  hold  the  aoc- 
trine  that  there  are  three  svaras  only,  as  appears  from  the  half- 
verse  "  acute,  grave,  and  circumflex  are  the  three  accents."  This 
verse  (from  the  pdniniya  ^iksha)  was  quoted  in  full  above,  under 
rule  xxi.l ;  and  W.  adds  the  second  half  of  it  here  also. 

The  futility  of  this  exposition,  as  well  as  of  much  that  precedes 
it,  will,  I  think,  be  obvious  to  any  one.  Instead  of  tracing  and 
pointing  out  the  relation  which  actually  exists  between  the  accents 
and  the  yamas^  and  letting  us  see  what  musical  intervals  are  re- 

18.  yad  etad  dcdrydi^  caturyamam  ity  uktam  tasya  ccUurbheda- 
bhinnd^  vrttir*  ndrna:  tdm  upadekshydma  ity  uct/ate.  Hdm  iti 
tachabdena*  pdrvoktavrttimdtram  anvkrahyate^. 

>  G.  M.  'dm.  *  G.  M.  'im.  ^  W.  0.  tdnimiUofobd- ;  B.  Ukn  iti  labdhena,  *  W. 
'kathy-. 

1 9.  ity  anena  prakdrena  caturyamam  ity^  uktam.  yady  apt 
mandrddayo  dvitiydntd  (xxiiLlS)  ityddisiltradoayena  yama- 
catushtayatvarh*  siddharh  tathd  ^py  upasamlidramishena*  m,atdnr 
taranivrttyartham  *  drdhayati.  yatah  kdrandd  evam  anye  man- 
yante  avaratrayamdtram : 

uddtta^  cd  ^ntiddttap  ca  svarita^  ca  *8vards  trayah  .*• 
*hrasvo  dtrghah  pliUa  iti  kdlato  niyamd  act,* 

'  0.  om.  •  W.  caktryayamacatushtayam  pra;  B.  -tayam  na;  0.  eat-.  *  W. 
shtena;  G.  M.  -Mrena  mi-.  *  G.  M.  ins.  irruMm  artham.  <^)  B.  0.  -ya  iU;  G.  \L 
irayaavard  iti  manyaiUe.    <*>  in  W.  only. 
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garded  as  separating  the  different  accentual  pitches  from  one 
another,  the  commentator  simply  confuses  the  two  together,  and 
regards  as  said  of  the  one  what  has  reference  only  to  the  other. 

*lHQ|9hHH''-IMIH^HIHR(HiMHH  I 

20.  It  must  be  uttered  with  krama  and  vikrama,  not  hurried, 
not  delayed,  with  grave,  acute,  and  circumflex  accent,  with  pra- 
caya,  and  even. 

The  commentator  supplies  vrttim  as  the  subject  of  all  these  at- 
tributes, accountin&r  for  it  as  derived  from  rule  1 7,  above.  This  is 
hardly  admissible;  but  what  is  to  be  understood  instead  is  doubtful, 
depending  upon  the  connection  in  which  this  verse  may  have  stood 
in  the  text  from  which  it  was  taken.  The  same  connection  would 
perhaps  explain  what  hrama  and  vikrama  are  to  be  regarded  as 
roeanmg:  the  commentator  defines  krama  by  dmtva^  'duplica- 
tion' (taught  in  chapter  xiv.),  and  vikrama  as  the  accent  of  that 
name  prescribed  at  xix.1,2;  but  it  seems  very  unlikely  that  two 
things  so  dissimilar  would  be  thus  combined,  or  that  a  detail  of 
accent  would  not  be  put  in  the  second  line,  with  the  rest  of  its 
kind  (compare  rule  xxiv.O,  where  krama  and  vikrama  are  found 
again  in  conjunction).  Dhrta  is  defined  as  synonymous  with  pra- 
caya:  compare  the  note  to  rule  17,  above.  JSamdm  means,  we  are 
told, '  free  from  the  faults  of  deficiency  and  excess  in  the  matter 
of  uddUa  and  the  other  accents.' 

There  are  slight  variations  of  reading  in  the  nile,  T.  giving 
adhrutdm  in  pdda  h;  B.  svara  for  svdra  in  c ;  W.  G.  M.  having 
vade  for  vaaedj  and  W.  drutavatin  and  T.  dratav-  after  it ;  but 
they  are  mere  errors  of  scribes,  as  the  comment  plainly  shows. 

20.  tdittirtydhvdrakamatanirtlpako^ 'yam  ^lokah:  kratnavikrch 
mdbhydm*  sampanndm:  kramo  ndma*  dvitvatn*:  vikramas  tu 
avaritayor  madhye  yatra  M?cam*^xix.l)  ityuktcUakshanah: 
adnUdm'  cUvaritdm  :  acilambitdm,  amanddm  :  ntcoccasvdrasam' 
panndm  anuddttoddttasvaritasahitdm*  dfirtavattm  pracayavaHm: 
samdm  uddUddihhir  nyHndtirekddidoaharahitdm^ :  vaded  brU- 
ydt:  '  vrttim*  ity  arthah:  vrttim  iti  katham  Uxhhyate:  tasmin 
dviyamdntard  vrttir^*  (xxiiil?)  itiprakrtatvdd^^  iti  hrdtnaK 

iti  tribhdshyaratne  prdtipdkhyavivarane 
trayovinpo^*  *dhydyah, 

*  W.  B.  -rtikam  eUm  ntr- ;  0.  rrakdmatan  nir.  '  W.  -^nkrama.  ^  G.  M.  0.  om. 
^  G.  M.  dviivaparydyak.  *  O.  -ca^  sydd.  *  B.  •riiapracayasarhh',  ^  B.  nyirndtkil^ 
iddir;  0.  nyunddirtk^.'  «  G.  M.  ins.  tmdm.  •  B.  om.  ><>  0.  v.  »  0.  -^r**^.  "  <*• 
M.  0.  dvitiyaprcifne  ekddofo. 
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CHAPTER    XXIV. 

Ck)NTENTB:  1-4,  the  four  samhUda  or  texts;  5-6,  qualifications  of  a  Veda-reader 
and  teacher. 

5RT  ^rT^:   W^^'  II  \  II 

1.  Now  for  the  four  texts. 

A  simple  heading  to  the  following  rules. 

f^  II  ^  II 

2.  Word-text,  syllable-text,  letter-text,  and  member-text, 
namely. 

Here  is  a  very  curious  and  problematical  enumeration  and  desig- 
nation of  samhitds.  The  commentator  divides  up  among  them  the 
teachings  of  the  Prati9akhya.  To  the  "word-text"  he  assigns 
chapters  v.-ix.,  xi.,  xii.,  and  xiii.1-4 — that  is  to  say,  the  great  body 
of  rules  for  the  combination  of  pada-text  into  samhitd.  To  the 
"  syllable-text "  he  assigns  chapter  x.,  which  has  to  do  chiefly  with 
such  euphonic  combinations  of  vowels  as  make  one  syllable  out  of 
two.  With  the  "letter-text"  are  concerned  chapters  xiii.  (i  e. 
except  rules  1-4),  xiv.,  and  xvi.,  mainly  occupied  with  the  subjects 
of  duplication  and  of  the  occurrence  in  the  Sanhita  of  n  and  n, 
otherwise  than  as  these  are  results  of  the  rules  of  euphonic  com- 
bination.    And  the  "  member-text "  is  said  to  be  taught  in  chapter 

1.  athe  ^ty  ay  am  adhikdrah:  catasrah  samhitd  *  ucyanta^  ity 
etad  adhikrtam  veditavyam  ita  uttaram  yad  vakahydmah*, 

*  Or.  M.  ins.  ity,    *  0.  om.    ^  0.  -yate. 

2.  paddksharavarndnydprayd^^  catasrah  aarhhitdh  kramena 
hoddhavydh,  paflcamddhydyam  ^drabhyd  "  navamdd  ekdda^- 
dvdda^du*  trayoda^asyd*  ^^ddu  aUtracatushtayayh  ca  padaaamhitd, 
dapamo  'ksharasamhitd,  trayodapacaturdapdu*  shoda^p  ca  var- 
naaamhitd.  *vyaitjanan  avardrigam  (xxLl)  ity  eshd^  ^nga- 
samhitd,  etdp*  catasrah  sarhhitdh,  eteshv  anyatra  ''  vihitaih  ni- 
shiddham*  ca  kdryam  sarvasamhitdsu^  kiirydt^'^:  yatrd^^  ^^rsha- 
grahanddiko  vipesho  nd  ^sti  ". 

*  W.  -gd  aydp;  0.  -gdydf.  ^  W.  B.  0.  drabJiya  d  nav-;  G.  M.  drabhya  iknapor 
ddikdda^;  W.  0.  -dvddofa.  «  0.  -fd.  *  W.  -rda^.  W  B.  G.  M.  ,ekavinfO.  •  G. 
M.  om.  ''  0.  ins.  ea.  ^  G.  M.  nishidhyakan.  *  B.  -td;  G.  M.  aarvaifa  aamh-;  O. 
Bohit-.     ><>  6.  M.  aydi,    "  W.  B.  0.  atfrd,    »«  G.  M.  add  Uxira  kurydt 
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xxi  (rules  1-9),  which  prescribes  of  what  vowel  each  consonant 
shall  be  regarded  as  "  member  "  or  adjunct,  or  lays  down  the  rules 
of  syllabication.  And  it  is  added  that  whatever  is  prescribed  or 
forbidden  elsewhere  than  in  [the  rules  belonging  to  each  of]  these 
is  of  force  in  all  the  different  texts,  unless  there  be  some  special 
restriction,  as  by  the  use  of  the  word  draha  (ix.21 ;  x.l3)  or  the  like. 
It  is  unnecessary  to  point  out  that  the  Pr£lti9akhya  contemplates 
no  such  division  of  its  rules  and  restriction  of  their  application  as 
is  here  made,  and  that,  unless  the  distinction  of  texts  laid  down  in 
the  rule  means  something  different  from  what  the  commentator 
explains  it  to  be,  it  is  trivial  and  worthless. 

8.  Conjunction  of  independent  words  by  euphonic  combina- 
tion is  called  word-text 

The  commentator  first  explains  samdhdna  as  modifying  sarhr 
yoga  in  quality  of  a  locative,  and  then  declares  the  use  of  the  two 
equivalent  terms  to  be  for  the  purpose  of  signifying  the  exceeding 
closeness  of  the  combination  (if,  as  I  presume  to  be  the  case,  the 
reading  of  B.  is  here  the  correct  one).  And  he  quotes  the  rule  of 
Panini  (i.4.109)  as  what  "the  grammarians^'  say  upon  the  subject, 
giving  the  definition  of  samhitd  or  combined  text.  As  example  of 
word-text,  he  gives  agne  dudhra  gahya  kin^ila  vanya  yd  ta  ishuh 
(v.6.9':  only  G.  M.  have  ishuh). 

This  interpretation  mskes  padasaihhitd  signify  what  we  are  wont 
to  call  samhitd  simply,  in  distinction  from  padapdtha,  or  padc^ 
samhitd  as  usually  employed,  ^pada-texV 


MJyiHHtd(H^RiHl{iHIHW^':^H  II  ^  II 


4.  And  in  like  manner  with  the  syllable-text  and  the  rest,  in 
accordance  with  their  several  names. 

The  commentator  explains  yathdsvam  as  signifying  '  it  goes  on 
without  exceeding  that  which  is  its  own,'  and  pronounces  it  a  '  dis- 
tinction of  office  or  use ;'  thus,  namely,  the  peculiar  form  of  all  the 
other  specified  texts  is  to  be  determined ;  the  combination  of  inde- 


3.  ndndbhtUayoh  padayoh  samdhdne  yaJi  saihyogah  sa  pador 

samhite  Hy  abhidhiyata  ucyata  ity  arthah,    yathd:  agne 

ekdrthayoh  saihdhdnasamyogagahdayoh}  prayogah  samdkdnddhir 
kyd/rthah*,  tathd  ca  vdiydkarandh*  pathanti*:  parah  samnikar- 
shah  samhite  Hi. 

*  G.  M.  -yogayoh;  0.  samyogesarhbadhdna^.  ^  W.  -nddikyddityarthak ;  G.  M. 
aamband?iikdrthah;  0.  sambandhiktfi^Sdhdrthah,  *  G.  M.  0.  -nd.  *  G.  M.  ihananH; 
O.  apu 

4.  svamsvam^  anatikramya  vartata  iti  yathdsvam :  kriydvi^ 
sAanam  ^evdi  ^taf:  ei^am  aJcBharasamhiiddmdm  api  yathdsvam* 
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pendent  syllables  is  syllable-text — and  so  on.  And  he  quotes  three 
passages  from  the  text,  by  way  of  illustration :  cUM  ^bravtt  (iii2. 
11 3),  adhishavanam  aai  (i.1.5^),  and  akahnayd  vydghdrayati  (v. 
2.7*  et  al.).  Of  these,  the  first  is  an  example  of  the  combination 
of  two  separate  syllables  (vowels)  into  one  syllable,  by  a  rule  (2) 
of  the  tenth  chapter ;  the  second,  of  the  occurrence  of  n  after  shy 
by  rule  xiii.6,7;  the  third  offers  (like  almost  any  other  pair  of 
words  in  the  Sanhita)  cases  of  the  division  of  consonant-groups, 
akkhsht-lna-ydv-vyd-  etc.  Or,  by  a  different  treatment  of  the  suc- 
cessive distinctions,  it  is  said  that  the  combination  of  two  vowels 
alone  is  "  syllable-text ;"  that  of  a  vowel  and  consonant  in  one  word 
is  ^'  letter-text ;''  that  of  consonants  alone  in  one  word  (consonants 
being  "members"  or  adjuncts  of  vowels,  xxi.l)  is  "member-text;" 
anything  else  than  these  is  "  word-text." 

It  appears  from  all  this  that  snmhitd  is  here  used  nearly  in  the 
sense  of  samdhiy '  euphonic  combination,'  and  that  these  four  rules 
have  no  significance  whatever,  being  a  mere  bit  of  outside  classifi- 
cation, in  which  some  one  has  amused  himself  by  indulging. 

H(|H)<lrHl^d"^   ?nHt  5TI^  sf^^  ^1 

5.  Heaviness,  lightness,  evenness ;  short,  long,  and  protracted 
quantity;  elision,  increment,  and  euphonic  alteration;  natural 
state,  vikramaj  hrama;  circumflex,  acute,  and  grave  quality; 
breath,  tone,  and  adjunction — all  this  must  be  understood  Dy 
him  who  reads  the  Veda  language. 

avardparh  nirdpantyam.    ndndkaharasamyogo   ^ksharasamhitd : 

^ndndvarnasamyogo  varnasamhitd:  ndndngasamyogo   ^ngdaam- 

hitd*,    *krameno    ^ddharandni    hhandmah*:    yathd':    athd ; 

ad  hi- .•  akahn- kevalasvarayoh  aamyogo  ^ksharasam- 

hitd:*  *ekapade  avaravyaHjanasamyogo  varnaaamhitd :  ekapade 

kevcUavyaf^fanasamyogo  'ligasarhhitd:*    anyatra  padasamhitd  • 

ity  avdntaraihedo  vijiieyaA, 

*  W.  B.  8vam.  ^  G.  M.  om. ;  0.  om.  eva.  »  0.  -ava.  <*)  G.  M.  put  also  after  rule 
4  in  the  text  of  the  Prftti9&khja,  as  if  rules  6  and  6.  (^)  0.  om.  *  W.  om. ;  G.  M. 
vydhardmak.    ''  G.  M.  om.    ^  B.  om. 

6.  yad  gurutvddyashtdda^avidham  etat  saroam  chandobhd- 
shdm  vedarUpdrh}  vdcam  adhtyatd  pathatd  vijfleyam.  atha  vd 
chandobhdshdm*  vedalakshanam*  ity  arthah.  tu^ahdo  'dhyetrvya- 
tiriktanishedhdrthah*:  anena*  tu  aarvathd  vijfleyam  it^  aflKoK, 
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The  commentator  explains  vedabhdahdm  as  meaning  either 
*  voice  having  the  form  of  Veda,'  L  e.  the  uttered  material  of  the 
Veda,  or  (according  to  another  sense  of  bhdshd)  *  explanation  of 
the  Veda.'  The  particle  tu  in  the  last  half-verse  (which  I  have 
omitted  in  translating,  as  being  a  mere  expletive  or  pddapiirana), 
he  states  to  mean  that  the  reader  referred  to  must  by  all  means 
understand  all  this,  but  not  any  one  besides.  And  he  adds  at  the 
end  that  vijflet/a  indicates  the  peremptoriness  of  the  rule,  there 
being  risk  of  harm  in  the  absence  of  the  required  knowledge,  as  is 
shown  by  the  verse  "  a  mantra  deficient  in  respect  to  accent  or  to 
letters"  etc.  This  is  the  familiar  verse,  found  in  the  pdniniya 
^iksha  (verse  52 :  see  Weber's  Indische  Studien,  iv.367-8),  and 
quoted  times  innumerable  in  Hindu  works,  where  the  present 
subject  is  under  consideration :  O.  alone  adds  the  second  pdda, 
"  being  falsely  applied,  does  not  express  the  intended  sense ;"  the 
rest  is,  "  it,  an  uttered  thunderbolt,  harms  the  sacrificer,  like  the 
word  indra^ru  [when  used  by  Tvashtar]  with  false  accent." 

The  rest  of  the  comment  is  occupied  with  illustration  of  the 
points  referred  to  in  the  rule,  along  with  now  and  then  a  few 
words  of  explanation.  For  "  heavy  "  quality  (see  xxii  1 4)  is  cited 
vashatt  svdnd  {yu.SA2);  for  "light"  (see  xxu.\5),  aktinUa  (v.6. 
8*  et  al. :  W.  B.  give  instead  akurvata  [i.7.3^  et  ah],  which  is  less 
acceptable,  as  containing  also  a  heavy  syllable).  Sdmya,  *  even- 
ness, sameness,'  is  defined  as  implying  that,  of  two  elements  com- 
pared, there  is — in  respect  to  place  and  organ  of  articulation, 
quantity,  etc. — sameness  (so  G.  M.,  but  B.  O.  read  '  bigness '  in- 
stead, and  W.  has  '  steadiness ') :  what  is  really  meant,  is  obscure ; 
we  may  compare  the  use  of  the  adjective  aama  in  xxiii.20.  The 
examples  for  short,  long,  and  protracted,  respectively,  are  gama- 
yati  n.1,S^  et  al.),  vdydv  evd  ^sya  (vi.3.7*),  and  a^tu  his  iti  (vii.l. 
6' :  G.  M.  omit  itiV  Elision  is  instanced  by  iin  ^afidrd»u  (iv.1.8*: 
see  above,  v.  12);  mcrement,  by  traptiQ  ca  me  (iv.7.5^:  see  above, 
V.4) ;  euphonic  conversion,  by  sam  indra  no  m^afiaad  (i.4.44* :  only 
O.  has  mandsa:  a  case  under  vii.2).  To  illustrate />r«/T^/,  'origi- 
nal condition,'  are  given  three  phrases,  ague  dxidhra  gahya  kinciia 
vanya  yd  te  (v.5.9^:  W.  B.  end  with  kinciia,  and  G.  JVL  with 
vanya;  and  G.  M.  O.  omit  agne),  prapd  asi  (iL5.12*),  and  na  mi- 

gurutvarh  yathd :  v  as  hat laghutd  yathd  :  akuruta,    sdm- 

yam  yathd:  sthdnakaranakdlddibhir*  anayor  asti  sthduryam'  iti. 

hrasvadfrghapliUdni  ca*  yathd:  gamayati:  vdydv :  astu 

lopo  ycUhd:  *  tm dgamo  yathd:  trapu^ **vt- 

kdro  yathd:  sam j^^^^^^  yathd:  ague :  prapd .* 

na *"    vikramo  yathd:  vodhave.    kramo  nd)na  dvitvam  " 

yathd:  yad .*  ^^yad "  svaritoddttanicdndm  bhdvah svari- 

toddttantcatvam :  ^*tad  yathdkrama?h^*  7iirdigyate^^:  nyailcam: 

gdm ;  avadatdm.    vivrte  fvdsa  (ii6)  ity  tcktah^^  pvdso 

yathd :  pH- samvrte^*  kanthe  nddah  kriyata  (ii4)  t^ 
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thunt  dbhavan  (v.S.B^ :  Q.  M.  omit  no).  Of  these,  the  second  is  a 
case  under  X.  13;  the  third,  under  x.l8:  both  exhibiting  a  vowel 
which  irregularly  remains  prakrtyd^  or  exempt  from  alteration. 
But  the  particular  bearing  of  the  first  example  on  the  point  of 
ftrakrti  is  more  obscure :  the  phrase  is  one  in  which  the  aamhitd- 
reading  is  (except  in  respect  to  accent)  the  same  with  the  pada; 
and  this,  probably,  is  the  reason  why  it  is  taken.  Compare  the 
comment  and  note  to  v.2,  where  this  part  of  the  rule  now  in  hand 
is  quoted.  For  vikrama  is  given  the  word  vddhavi  (i.6.2 '  et  al.), 
of  which  the  second  syllable  has  the  accent  called  vikrama^  by  xix. 
1.  Krama  is  again  (as  under  xxiii.20)  defined  as  '  duplication,' 
and  a  phrase  is  quoted  containing  a  case  that  calls  for  duplicated 
utterance,  yad  vdi  hotd  (iiL2.9* :  i.  e.  yad  dvdi^  by  xiv.l) :  O.  adds 
another  of  like  character,  yad  venoh  (v.  1.1*).  We  are  permitted 
to  doubt,  however,  here  as  at  xxiii.20,  whether  these  terms  were 
intended  by  the  maker  of  the  rule  in  the  sense  which  the  commen- 
tator assigns  to  them.  The  three  accents  are  instanced,  in  their 
order  as  mentioned,  by  nydficam  (v.5.3^),  gd'm  vd'vd  td'u  tdt  (L7. 
2*),  and  avadatdm  (i.7.22).  Reference  is  made  to  rule  ii.6  as 
defining  "  breath,"  and  as  example  of  breath-sounds,  or  surd  con- 
sonants, is  cited  pilahd  te  (i.1.2*:  B.  has  instead  piUe,  and  W. 
pHrte^  which  occurs  at  iv.T.lS**).  Rule  ii.4,  again,  is  referred  to  as 
defining  "  tone  "  or  sonant  utterance,  and  the  example  is  bhdgadhe 
bhdgadhdh  (iL5.6^).  Finally,  angam^  which  I  have  rendered  *  ad- 
junction,' is  interpreted  as  alluding  to  the  subject  of  syllabication 
(xix.l  etc.),  and  a  phrase  is  quoted,  tarn  matsyah  prd  ^bravtt  (iL6. 
6 ' ),  which  we  are  to  divide  tarnrmairthsynqhprdh-brarvU, 

The  verses  composing  this  nile  are  found  in  a  passage  prefixed 
to  the  proper  text  of  the  Rik  Pr&t.  (see  MttUer's  edition,  p.  viii.). 

i|^<NIMH^H<[HfH  II  \  II 

6.  He  who  understands  the  distinctions  of  the  pada-krama^ 
who  is  versed  in  the  varna-krama^  and  knows  the  divisions  of 
accent  and  quantity,  may  go  and  sit  with  the  teachers. 

tikto  nddo  yathd:  bhdg-L vyafijanan  svardngam  (xxi. 

1)  Uy  uktam  angarh  yathd:  tarn vijfieyatvam}''  UV*  nitya- 

vidhih:  vipakshe  bddhdt:  mantro  htnah  svarato  varnato  ve" 
'tyddi'\ 

'  G.  M.  'dasvar-.  «  0.  -shd.  «  w.  O.  -ndt;  G.  M.  -ndm.  *  W.  -kia  Hi  niah- 
*  G.  M.  emend  ^dhiycUd.  *  G.  M.  stfidnakdi-.  "^  B.  0.  sthdtUyam;  G.  M.  it  sdmyam. 
^  (t.  M.  0.  ora.  •  W.  ins.  etat  sarvarh  iu  vijUeyarh  chahdobMvddhdycUd.  <^^  B.  om. 
' '  G.  M.  ins.  tad.  ('«)  in  0.  only.  0^)  w.  padakr- ;  0.  tad  yathd.  ^*  0.  om.  '*  MSS. 
-tatk.  '«  W.  om.  "  G.  M.  0.  -yam.  '**  G.  M.  ita.  '»  0.  vd.  '^  W.  -dind;  B.  -dind 
ndma;  0.  mUhyd  prayukto  na  tarn  artham  dha  tyddindm. 
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This  verse  also  is  prefixed  to  the  Rik  Prat.  (Mtlller,  p.  viiL). 

The  commentator  gives  a  merely  mechanical  explanation  of  the 
two  terms  composing  the  first  half-verse,  without  telling  us  what 
he  understands  them  really  to  mean.  Doubtless  the  padchkrama 
is  that  which  is  commonly  known  as  the  "  Aramo-text,"  and  for 
the  construction  of  which  the  other  Prati9ukhya8  (Rik  Pr.  x.,  xL ; 
V&j.  Pr.  iv.179-194;  Ath.  Pr.  iv.101-126)  give  full  directions;  and 
the  vaniakrama  is  the  text  with  duplicated  consonants,  according 
to  the  rules  of  our  fourteenth  chapter.  The  compound  svaramd- 
trdvibhdga  we  are  taught  to  treat  as  a  dependent  one ;  we  might 
also  be  tempted  to  regard  it  as'  copulative,  and  to  understand  vi- 
hhdga  in  the  sense  of  '  separation '  (as  in  pada-text  etc.),  as  in  the 
only  other  place  where  it  occurs  in  the  treatise  (iiLl).  "  Going  to 
the  assembly  of  teachers  "  is  interpreted  to  signify  not  merely  the 
sitting  with  them  on  earth,  but  the  enjoyment  with  them  of  the 
abode  of  felicity,  the  brahmaloka — it  bemg  explained  (except  in 
G.  M^  that  "  the  teachers  "  are  Vyasa  and  his  like.  Then,  apro- 
pos of  this  promise  of  heaven  to  those  versed  in  the  class  of  subjects 
of  which  the  Pr&ti9akhya  treats,  the  commentator  proceeds  to 
quote  from  various  purdnaa  and  kindred  works  the  praises  and 
promises  there  given  to  those  who  teach  the  Veda. 

Thus,  from  the  Garuda-purana :  "Of  all  kinds  of  knowledge, 
that  of  the  Veda  is  called  highest ;  hence,  he  who  communicates 
that  wins  heaven  and  final  beatitude.  As  chief  of  all  sciences  has 
been  produced  the  feraA?»«-science ;  hence,  he  who  is  devoted  to 
iving  it  will  receive  the  whole  recompense  of  giving."     From  the 

evi-puriina:  "To  those  twice  bom,  tne  Veda  is  the  chief  means 


s 


6.  ^paddndm  kramah  padakramcbh*:  tasya  vi^eshah :  tarn  jd- 
ndtt  Hi  pddaJcramavi^hqjfiah,  varndndih  kramo  varnakramah*: 
tasmin  vicakshano  nipuno  varn<ikramavicak8han<ih\  avard^  ca 
^mdtrdQ  ca^  svaramdtrdh  :  tdsdm  vibhdgah  :  tarn  jdndti  Hi  svaror 
mdtrdvibhdgajnah\  mdtrd^abdena  kdlavi^hah  ka^cid  ucycUe: 
80*  'pi  caJtwranur^  ityddishxi*,  evamvidhah  puruaha  dcdryaaamsa- 
dam  •  gachet:  ^""dcdryd^^  vydaddtiyah^^:  teshdm  "  brahmaloke^* 
sthdnam:  ^*ya^  ce  ^dam^*  ^dstram  jdnUe  *o"  'py  dcdrycUvdt  te- 
shdrh  aadr^fn^*  brahmalokam  gachatV. 

tcUhd  ca^*  paurdnikd  hfianantV*.    gdrudapurdn^^ : 
dhuh  samastavidydndm  vedavidydm  aniUtamdm*\' 
cUas  tadddtur  asty  eva  Idbhah  svargdpavargayoh. 
vidydndm  paramd**  vidyd  brahmavidyd**  aamtritd  : 
dtds  ^Hadddnaptlap  ca**  sarvam**  ddnaphalam  lahhet**. 
devtpurdne*\' 
veda  eva  dvijdtlndm  sddhanam  **ya^a8ah  phalam**: 
ato**  svddhyayandhhydsdf'*  param  brahmd  ^dhigachcUi, 
*Ham  eva  ptlayet  prdjtiah  pishyebhyas  tarn  praddpayet : 
tadabhydsapraddndbJvydm  **etat  kim  nd**  ^dhigachati^\ 
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of  obtaining  good  things ;  hence,  by  application  to  the  reading  of 
the  Veda  one  attains  the  highest  hrahma.  To  that  let  him  who  is 
wise  especially  devote  himself;  that  let  him  deliver  over  to  pupils; 
by  application  to  that  and  communication  of  it  what  is  there  that 
one  does  not  attain  ?"  From  Y&jnavalkya :  "  Above  all  sacrifices, 
and  ascetic  practices,  and  pure  works,  the  Veda  is  the  highest 
means  of  felicity  to  the  twice-born  ones.  The  Brahman  who,  not 
reading  the  Vedas,  expends  his  labor  in  other  directions — he 
quickly  falls,  while  living,  into  the  condition  of  a  9^dra,  and  his 
posterity  with  him  "  (the  latter  of  these  two  verses,  which  is  not 
given  by  W.  B.,  is  found  in  Manu,  at  ii.l68).  From  the  Mahabha- 
rata:  "Whoever  shall  repeat  to  pupils  the  religious,  sacred  Sara&- 
vati,  he  shall  gain  a  reward  equal  to  that  from  the  giving  of  land 
and  kine."  From  the  Vishnudbarmottara-purana :  "  By  imparting 
the  Veda,  a  man  attains  all  the  fruits  of  sacrifices ;  by  imparting 
an  upaveda^  he  shares  in  the  bliss  of  the  Gandharvas."  From  the 
Brahma-purslna :  "  That  reward  cannot  be  told  in  a  thousand  seons, 
which,  on  sage !  one  obtains  by  even  a  very  little  teaching  of  the 
Veda."  And  from  the  Bhavishyat-purana :  "  The  sonless  obtains 
sons ;  the  poor  becomes  rich ;  but  he  who  is  ever  devoted  to  the 
study  of  the  Veda  is  dissolved  in  the  highest  brahman 

Next  we  are  told  the  characteristic  form  of  the  Veda :  "  The 
Yajur-Veda  is  brown-eyed,  slim-waisted,  big-throated,  big-cheeked, 
black-footed,  dusky,  bom  of  the  family  of  Ka9yapa."  If  there  is 
(as  may  be  the  case)  real  meaning  hidden  under  these  apparently 
senseless  epithets,  it  escapes  my  discovery. 

tathd  ca  ydjfiavalkyah : 
ycfffidndm  tapasdm  cdi  ^va  ^bhdndm"  cdi  't?a  kurmandm  : 
veda  eva  dvijditndm  nihgreyasdkarah  parah, 
^*yo  'nadhitya**  dvijo  veddn  anyatra  kurute  ^amam  : 
sajtvann  eva  ^Udratvatn  dpu  gachati  adnvaya^h**. 

mahdbhdrate**: 
yo  brdydc  cd  ^pi  ^hyebhyo"  dharmydm  brdhmim  aarasvcUtm : 
prthivtgopraddndhhydm  sa  tiUyaphcUam  apnute. 

vishnitdharmottare  *pP*: 

vedaddndd  avdpnoti  aarvam  yajflaphcUam  na/rah  : 
upavedapraddnena  gandharvdih  saha  modate. 

brahmapurdne  *pP*: 

9ia  taJt^^  kalpasaha^ena  gaditum*^  ^kyate  phalam : 
yad  vedaddndd  dpnotV*  svaJpdd^*  api  mahdmcUe. 

bhaviahyatpurdne  'pi**: 
aputro  labhate  putrdn  adhano  dhanavdn  bhavet  : 
sadddhyayanaytiktas  tu  **pare  brahmani*^  Ityate. 

vedasvartjipam  ucyate: 
yajurvedah  piAgaldkshah  kr^amadhyo  brhadgalah : 
brhatkapdah  krahndnghris**  tdmrah  ka^apagotr<yah*\ 
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Once  more,  the  veddngas  and  updngas  are  rehearsed:  the 
former,  in  the  usual  number  and  with  the  usual  names :  the  latter, 
as  anupada^  duupada  (?),  chafidobhushd^  mimdnsd,  nydya^  and 
tarka — the  first  two  of  these  last  are  elsewhere  called  prcUipada 
and  anupada  (see  Weber's  Indische  Studien,  iiL260-261,  and  the 
St.  Petersburg  Lexicon). 

With  this,  m  W.  B.,  the  Tribhiishyaratna  ends ;  but  G.  M.  O. 
have  an  added  passage,  the  bearing  of  which  is  not  in  all  points 
quite  clear  to  me.  It  begins  with  stating  that  he  who  reads  the 
Veda  thus  accompanied  by  the  angas  and  updngas^  and  with 
knowledge  of  the  characteristic  form  and  family,  becomes  puritied. 
A  verse  then  follows,  in  which  it  appears  to  be  laid  down  how  far 
the  rules  of  the  Prati9akhya  have  force :  namely,  as  regards  other 
texts,  and  passages  which  are  not  the  subject  of  adtras  and  are  of 
human  authorship  (?).  By  way  of  illustration,  nine  passages  are 
quoted,  not  one  of  which  is  to  be  found  in  the  Sanhita  proper, 
although  five  are  from  its  endings  of  sections,  or  the  summaries-of 
words  with  which  the  divisions  of  sections  (half-centuries,  kandikda) 
conclude:  they  are pra  nakshaJtrdya  devydya  (G.  M.  omit  devydya, 
and  O.  begins  anaksh-),  sa  hn  mamdda  mahi  karma  kartave  (O. 
omits  karma:  Taittiriya-Br&hmana  ii.6.8®;  Kig-Veda  iL22.1),  ma- 
husaptada^nd-'^vasyuvdtdh  (from  the  ending  of  iv.4.I2),  api-sida- 
-mithuny  ashtdu  ca  (from  the  ending  of  vi.5.8),  and  asmiruhtanuva- 
stuhv-pindkaui  (from  the  ending  to  iv.5.10) :  in  these  the  rules  are 
said  not  to  hold  good ;  and  ainhe  vydghra  tUa  yd  prddkdu  (Tait- 
tirtya-Brahmana  ii.7.7*;  Atharva-Veda  vi.38.1  ;  Kathaka  xxxvi. 
16),  dvdda^d  ''gfiishtomasya  stotrdni  (O.  stotroni)^  dtmandpard- 
-nishrpro'pikra^ocis/id  (from  the  ending  of  vi.4.10:  G.  M.  stops  at 
pra)^  and  u^masi-poshani  ekdnnavin^ati^  ca  (ending  of  i.3.6 :  G.  M. 
stop  at  posham),  in  which  the  rules  are  said  to  hold  good.  So  much 
as  this,  now,  seems  clear :  that  the  first  two  quotations  in  each  class 
are  given  as  coming  from  some  other  Vedic  text  than  the  Taittiriya- 

veddrigdny  ucyante : 

^kshd  kalpo  vydkaranaih  niruktaih  jyotisham  tathd: 
chandasdfh**  lakahanam  ce  ^H  shad  angdni  vidur  budhdh**, 
anupadain^'^  cd^^  ^^nupadafh  chandohhdshdsatnanmtam: 
mtmdnsdnydyatarkaih*^  ca  iipdngdni  vidur  budhdh**, 

**evam  sdngopdngaveda^ya  lakshanam  8ampdrna7n,^* 


iti  tribhdshyaratne  prdtipdkhyavivarane 

^turvingo^^  \lhydyah, 

iti  dmttya}yrapiah  samdptaJj, 

0)  G.  M.  om.  «  W.  B.  om.  ^  w.  B.  om.  *  0.  om,  <*)  0.  om.  *  0.  8<U  ^  W. 
caran- ;  0.  -nuka.  ®  G.  M.  ity  avadUhnia ;  0.  ity  m'Mishma.  •  0.  ins.  ftthAnam. 
'**')  G.  M.  samsadam  sthdnaih  dcdryasya  saihsadam.  "  W.  B.  0.  -ryak.  '*  O.  ins. 
ca.  "W.  -ham;  G.  M.  -ko  hi,  ('<>  B.  paiUi.  "^  B.  om.  '«  G.  M.  fiadanam'O. 
sariisadam  sth4na.  ''  O.  gachei.  '  ■  W.  om.  '^  W.  B.  bhiivanti;  0.  vadantL  **  B. 
gar- ;  G.  M.  -tie  jh.  »'  W.  B.  -mam,  ^  G,  U.  ca  pard,  *»  W.  om.  (**)  G.  M.  O. 
-nato  rc^'an,    '»»  B.  G.  M.  -rva.    «•  W.  B.  bhavet;  0.  bhet.    ^  0.  kUhd  ea  dmh. 
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SaiUiita  (I  should  guess  that  they  would  all  prove  to  occur  in  the 
Br^hmana  or  Aranyaka),  and  that  the  first  class  are  offered  as  con- 
taining cases  of  combination  at  variance  with  the  rules  of  the 
Prati9akhya,  while  in  the  second  class  these  rules  are  observed 
throughout.  Thus,  in  the  first  example,  Tii.4  would  require  naksh- 
after  pra;  in  the  second,  v.  12  would  require  tm  ^arndda;  in  the 
third,  the  8  of  aapta  should  be  sh  by  vi.2 ;  in  the  fourth,  the  i  of 
tnithunt  should  remain  unchanged  by  x.l8;  in  the  fifth,  asmin  is 
not  included  among  the  words  which  by  vi.l4  have  an  increment 
of  s  before  t.  In  the  other  class,  on  the  contrary,  agnishtornasya 
follows  vi.2,  nish  pra  is  by  viii.24  and  36  (see  the  comment  to  viii. 
36,  where  the  passage  is  quoted  as  illustration),  and  upmast  by  iii. 
13 ;  the  first  example  has  nothing  but  cases  under  the  general  laws 
of  euphony.  I  conjecture,  then,  that  the  na  in  the  second  line  of 
the  introductory  verse  is  to  be  amended  to  ca;  and  that  we  are 
instructed  that  the  rules  of  the  treatise  are  followed,  outside  the 
Sanhit^  proper,  only  according  to  the  nature  of  each  particular 
case,  or  even  by  arbitrary  choice.  If  there  is  any  definite  system 
according  to  which  the  phonetic  peculiarities  oi  the  Sanhita  are 
observed  or  neglected  in  putting  together  the  endings  of  sections 
and  other  divisions,  I,  at  any  rate,  have  not  been  at  the  pains  to 
study  it  out',  and  the  work  belongs  rather  to  an  editor  of  the  San- 
hita than  to  an  editor  of  the  Jrrati9&khya :  it  seems  somewhat 
strange  to  find  the  prolonged  t  of  upmast  retained  in  the  ending, 
while  the  uncombinable  character  of  the  final  of  mithunt  is  neg- 
lected. 

There  can  be  little  question  that  the  passage  here  treated  is  an 
appendage  to  the  proper  text  of  the  Tribh&shyaratna,  which,  with 
the  Prati9akhya,  takes  in  general  (the  only  exception  is  at  viiL36) 
no  account  of  the  subdivisions  of  anuvdkaa. 

By  way  of  conclusion,  the  remark  is  added  that  the  repetition  of 
the  final  words  of  the  rule  indicates  the  end  of  the  treatise.  This 
is  not  to  be  approved,  for  the  repetition  is  simply  that  which  is 
made  at  the  end  of  every  chapter,  and  so  shows  nothing  more 
than  the  conclusion  of  the  chapter. 

^  W.  yasasah  ph- ;  G.  M.  ^eyasdm  pararh ;  0.  (reyasah  pcuram.    *•  G.  M.  0.  kUo, 

30  G.  M.  -dhydyaniratdt    <»')  W.  B.  om.     (*0  0.  tat  ki  yajAd.     "  0.  fucindrh.     <»*)  W. 

B.  om.    »  0.  nadhitva.    *»  g.  m.  0.  -te  'pi.    ^  G.  M.  fiahydya.    »  G.  M.  0.  om. 

3»  G.  M.  0.  om.    «  W.  0.  tuiya.    ^'  0.  gani-.    «  W.  B.  avd^-.    «  W.  0.  avdtmdd. 

**  G.  M.  0.  om.     («)  0.  parabrahmani.    «  W.  -nddhrih;  0.  -shta/ndndhi.    *''  G. 

M.  kdf.    «  w.  -ddim.    ■»»  W.  ^Mik.  '  w  0.  -prad-',    "  G.* M.  nd.    "  *W.  B.  0.  -rAof . 

^  W.  -dhdih.    (^  B.  9<2ny(>pdn^at;edatft;a2aA»^nam,  and  put  below,  after  -vorane  ; 

G.  M.  0.  substitute  evam  adhgopdhgam  vedam  gotrasvcmipddijfidnena  (G.  M.  -di 

vijdncmn)  cuihiydnah  pHto  bJiavati.  [yadrchayd : 

granthdrUare  yatJidtattvam  (0.  yaihd  tadvad)  idam  fdstram  (G.  M.  ins.  yathdvidhi) 
CL8ilLtrUe»hu  (0.  aucakeshu)  sthdneshu  pdurtuheshu  na  (0.  om.)  vartate, 

tathd  hi:  pra ;  sa :  mahi ;  api .*  asmins ;  iiydddu  na  (0. 

om.  na)  vartate  (G.  prav-):  sihhe ;  dvdd- ;   dim- ;  Ufmasi ; 

itydddu  iu  vartate.  gached  dcdryasamsadam  iU  vipsd  fdstrasam^tirh  (0.  -trapari- 

sam-)  dyotayaH.    ^  B.  -npiHmo ;  G.  M.  O.  dvitiyaprafne  dvddafo. 
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Concluding  Note. 

It  seems  desirable  to  present  here,  at  the  end  of  the  work,  a  dis- 
cussion and  exposition  of  certain  points  which  could  not  be  con- 
nectedly or  fully  treated  in  the  notes  upon  the  rules. 

A  first  important  question  is  that  of  the  relation  of  the  Prati9&- 
khya  to  the  known  text  of  the  Black  Yajur-Veda,  or  to  the  Tait- 
tiriya-Sanhita. 

In  considering  this  question,  it  is  impossible  to  separate  entirely 
the  Prati9&khya  itself  from  its  commentary.  The  former  does  not 
quote  passages  in  its  rules,  but  defines  situations  or  specifies  words, 
smgly  or  in  combination.  Sometimes,  indeed,  either  of  these  vir- 
tually amounts  to  the  citation  of  a  passage;  but,  in  the  great 
majority  of  cases,  only  the  commentator  can  inform  us  what  are 
the  passages  had  in  view.  For  example,  we  may  regard  eshtah 
(viiilS)  as  in  effect  a  reference  to  L2.1P  and  vi.2.2®;  but  the 
words  cited  in  viii.8  (as  ahibhar,  akar,  punar,  pitar)  are  indefinite 
in  their  indications,  and  it  would  be  impossible  to  say  that  any 
given  passage  in  the  Sanhita  in  which  one  of  these  words  occurs 
either  was  or  was  not  contemplated  by  the  makers  of  the  rule. 
I  shall  therefore  present  in  connection  with  one  another  the  evi- 
dence derivable  »om  the  text  itself  and  that  from  the  comment. 

There  are  four  words  or  parts  of  words  specified  in  the  Prati9&- 
khya-text  which  are  not  to  be  found  in  the  Taittirlya-Sanhita :  they 
are  staniUar  f viii.8),  carshan  (xiii.13),  jigivd  (xvLlS),  and  jighdH 
(xvi.18).  It  IS  very  remarkable,  however,  that  each  of  these  is  a 
kind  of  reflex  or  varied  repetition  of  another  word  preceding  it  in 
the  same  rule :  thus,  we  have  sanuta  stanutah,  carman  carshan^ 
jigivd  jigivdy  and  jigdsi  jighdsL  And  this,  taken  in  connection 
with  the  fact  that  all  of  them  appear  to  be  in  themselves  ungenu- 
ine,  never  having  been  found,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  in  any  Vedic 
text,  and  being,  at  least  in  part,  impossible  or  highly  implausible 
forms,  is  sufficient  to  stamp  them  as  probable  corruptions,  blunder- 
ing intrusions  into  the  Prati9akhya,  and  of  no  force  to  prove  that 
the  latter  was  made  for  a  text  that  contained  them. 

The  cases  are  much  more  numerous  in  which  the  conmientator 
declares  the  Prati9akhya  to  have  in  contemplation  phrases  not  to 
be  found  in  the  Sanhita.  They  are  nearly  all  of  this  kind :  in  iv. 
11,  vi^dkhe  is  declared  pragrahu;  now  the  word  is  divided  in 
jEWic;^text,  vi'^dkhe,  and  ^dkhe  is  by  itself  a  pada  (according  to  L 
48) ;  and  therefore,  unless  there  were  some  other  ^khe  not  a  prch 
graha  in  the  Sanhita,  it  would  be  enough  to  cite  pdkhe  alone  in  the 
rule ;  hence,  as  the  citation  of  bhdgadhe  (p.  bhdga-dhe)  just  before 
implies  that  the  maker  of  the  rule  had  m  view  such  a  word  as 
udordhe,  whose  dJhe  was  not  pragraha^  so  the  citation  of  vipdkhe  is 
declared  to  have  in  view  such  a  word  as  sahasra-^dkhey  not  a  prch 
graha,  "  in  another  text.''  The  phrases  thus  quoted  from  outside 
the  Sanhita  by  the  commentator  are  as  follows:  under  iv.ll,  iaa" 
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mint  sahcbsra^dkhey  flrdhve  ^astre  pratishthite^  hrahmaadme  pra- 
tis/Uhite,  agnidhrte^  and  prathamaje;  under  iv.  1 2,  painiprapant  (or 
bhasma^apant) ;  under  iv.l6,  tani  (or  tdni)  dhurt  hvayarUe  (or  vd- 
cayati)j  hUtt  punar  (or  manur)  juhoti^  and  hutt  tasmdd  vivdh  (or 
evdh) ;  under  iv,37,  indrdgM  havdmaJie ;  under  vi6,  pramatis  te 
devdndm ;  under  xL3,  as  beginning  of  an  anuvdka^  dhdtd  dere- 
bhyo  'surdn;  under  xi.l6,  gayasphdno  'gnishu.  All  this,  in  my 
view,  is  false  and  arbitraiy  interpretation ;  the  Prati9akhya  is  less 
careful  to  limit  itself  to  the  minimum  dtahile  than  the  commenta- 
tor would  fain  have  it,  and  it  quotes,  for  example,  the  whole  word 
vipdkhe  instead  of  -^khe  alone,  simply  because  ^dkhe  occurs  as 
pragraha  only  in  that  word.*  The  same  implication  is  appealed 
to  by  the  commentator  under  xi.9,15,  xiLS,  xvi.l2  (though  without 
actual  citation  of  phrases),  to  explain  away  what  would  otherwise 
be  inaccuracies  in  the  Prati9akhya ;  nalam  plavam  is  given  under 
xiii.l6,  in  the  course  of  the  unjustifiable  exposition  of  that  rule; 
and  brahmdzn^  though  found  in  the  Sanhit4,  is  credited  under  xv. 
8  to  another  pdkhd,  I  do  not  regard  anything  in  this  whole  class 
of  cases  as  authorizing  us  to  suppose  that  the  Pr&ti9akhya  had 
in  view  a  text  includmg  anything  not  found  in  the  Taittiriya- 
Sanhita. 

Next,  as  to  citations  made  in  the  commentary  as  if  from  the  text 
to  which  the  Prati9akhya  relates,  but  not  found  in  the  Sanhita. 
And  here  I  have  first  to  report  a  few  phrases  which  are  among 
those  occurring  only  in  the  manuscripts  that  came  last  to  my  hands, 
and  which  escaped  my  notice  when  preparing  for  my  last  search 
through  the  Sanhitsl,  so  that  I  have  not  looked  for  them  (not 
having  had  the  courage  to  undertake  the  long  and  tedious  quest 
through  the  Sanhit4  a  fourth  time  for  so  little).  They  are  achd- 
vdkah  (xiv.5),  uccd  ratnam  ayajanta  (ii.49),  tasmdd  varHpam 
(xx.s),  ddr^yan  hi  (xxi.l6),  na^  cid  ati  (xiv.lO),  prd^dti  (xiv.9), 
and  brhaspati  silrapate  (xiv.lO).  Respecting  several  of  these,  it 
is  doubtful  whether  they  are  not  mere  corruptions  of  phrases  actu- 
ally found  and  referred.  Then  there  is  kaviQastah  (xvi.2),  instead 
of  which,  by  an  error,  I  sought  and  found  kavigaatdh.  There 
remain,  of  quotations  hunted  for  but  not  discovered,  the  follow- 
ing: adya  vaau  vasati  ^tt^ndram  eva  (x.lO:  O.  only),  anv  enam 
mdtd  (xx.l^  Weber  refers  me  for  this  to  ^a'^^-  vi.lf.2  [?],  AcvaL 
iii.3  ;  also  Ait.  Br4h.  ii.6),  ahordtre  pdr^oe  (viii.7  :  only  W.  and  [?] 
O. :  found  in  T4itt.  Ar.  iii.13.2),  tUa  praoaad  prthivtm  mitrasya 
(v.  12:  only  G.  M.),  updrchaty  askanddya  (x.9:  only  G.  M.),  ca- 
turhotd  (ii.26:  Taitt.  Br.  ii.2.3-),  brahmdudanam  pacati  (x.?: 
T&itt.  Br.  i.1.9^),  yap  chanddsdm  (xiv.lO:  O.  only),  yd  prdei  dik 

iiv.33:  W.  B.  O.),  varshdhhyah  (xiv.l6 :  but  I  am  not  certain  that 
did  not  satisfy  myself  with  varshydhhyah  and  omit  to  search 
for  this),  varshyehhih  (xiv.l6:  O.  only,  and  it  reads  varshebhih)^ 

*  The  quotation  of  dfidtd  rdtih  (xi.3),  to  be  sure,  is  more  out  of  the  way,  and  only 
to  be  expiaJned  as  irregularly  pleonastic,  like  that  of  iyam  eva  ad  yd  (zi.3),  into 
which  the  oommentator,  with  equal  arbitrariness,  tries  to  interpret  a  very  different 
meaning. 
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^itikantkdi/a  sodhd  (xiiill:  only  G.  M.),  and  sa  naJi  parshat 
(xxiii/n:  Rig-V.  l99.1  et  al.). 

Along  with  these  may  properly  be  reported  the  few  phrases 
which  are  quoted  by  the  comment,  confessedly  or  impliedly  from 
outside  the  text  contemplated  by  the  P^ati9akhya.  Thus,  we  have 
under  xviiLl  the  beginning  and  concluding  words  of  the  Taittiriya- 
Brtlhmana  and  the  Taittiriya-Aranyaka  (that  is  to  say,  of  the  latter, 
the  concluding  words,  di  'va  tapati,  of  the  fifth  prapdthaka,  with 
which,  accordingly,  to  the  apprehension  of  our  commentator,  the 
whole  treatbe  ap))ears  to  have  ended) ;  under  xxiv.6  are  given  (by 
G.  M.  O.)  dcdda^d  ''gnishtomaaya  atotrdui^  pra  nakshatrdya  de- 
vydya^  aa  im  mcimdda  rnahi  karma  kartave  (Taitt.  Br.  ii.5.8®  etc.), 
SLnd  sin/ie  vydghra  uta  yd  prddkdu  (Taitt.  Br.  ii.7.7*  etc.);  in  a 
quoted  verse  under  xxl6  is  read  rtasya  dhUrshadam  (Taitt.  Br.  i. 
2.1*^  etc.) ;  and  the  comment  to  xix.3  hasyo  'pdm pushpam  veda. 

Finally,  we  note  that  the  comment  gives,  under  xviii.l,  a  word, 
bandhuhy  which  ought  to  form  the  conclusion  of  the  SanhitA,  by 
its  own  count,  but  which  is  lost  in  the  known  manuscripts. 

In  all  this,  again,  there  is  no  satisfactory  evidence  that  the  San- 
hit4  of  the  Prati9akhya  or  its  commentators  was  other  than  the 
one  we  know.  The  missing  citations  are  in  part  found  in  a  mi- 
nority of  the  MSS. ;  in  part,  they  are  perhaps  corruptions ;  in  part, 
they  are  likely  to  have  been  taken  by  an  error  of  the  quoter's  recol- 
lection from  some  other  Taittiriya-text — and  the  remainder,  if  there 
be  a  remainder,  is  too  scanty  to  prove  anything. 

When  we  come  farther  to  inquire  whether  any  part  of  the  Tait- 
tirlya-Sanhita  as  it  exists  was  not  before  the  authors  of  the  Pniti- 
9akhya,  we  seem  to  be  brought  to  the  same  negative  result.  There 
are,  to  be  sure,  here  and  there  points  in  the  text  which  the  rules 
do  not  cover,  but  w^e  have  reason  only  to  wonder  that  in  executing 
so  immense  and  intricate  a  task  as  that  undertaken  by  the  Prati9a- 
khya  there  should  have  been  so  few  oversights.  These,  so  far  as 
they  have  been  discovered,  have  been  pointed  out  in  the  notes ;  I 
recapitulate  them  here.  The  word  rakshd  (p.  rakshdh)^  at  i.4.24, 
should  liave  been  exempted  in  some  way  from  the  operation  of  rule 
iiL8,  which  requires  its  d  to  be  shortened  when  separated  from  the 
following  word.  Dem^  at  vi.1.7^,  is  mside  prayraha  by  the  strict 
letter  of  rule  i.61  (see  under  i.69),  though  the  passage  m  which  it 
occurs  is  not  one  to  which  that  rule  was  meant  to  apply.  In  the 
rehearsal  of  cases  of  elision  or  non-elision  of  initial  a  (chapters  xL 
and  xii),  there  are  a  couple  of  cases  which  the  commentator  is 
driven  into  attempting  to  provide  for  by  forced  and  false  interpre- 
tations of  the  rules  (see  under  i.61  for  ye  'ntarikahe  at  iv.S.U*,  and 
under  xi.3  for  ye  aparUhu  at  i.4.33);  and  I  have  noted  beside 
(under  xii. 8,  at  the  end)  only^o  agnihsit  v.2.33  a^  unaccounted  for 
thus  far  (its  companion  case,  ilrdhvo  asthdt^  is  read  first  in  an 
wArAy^i-passage,  at  iv.2.1*,  as  Prof.  Weber  has  pointed  out  to  me; 
and  80  agnih  may  yet  find  a  like  solution).  And  in  the  enumera- 
tion of  cases  of  interior  fi  (see  under  xvi.26),  two  com|>ound  words 
appear  to  have  been  oyerXook^d^  8vddu8havsad<jih  (iv.6.6^)  and  sM- 
nsddani  (iiS.l*). 
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I  would  repeat  here,  what  I  have  already  said,  that  my  testing 
of  the  precise  adaptation  of  the  Prati9akhya  to  the  Sanhita  is  not 
absolute,  since  I  possess  neither  an  index  verborum  to  the  latter 
nor  a  />ac?a-manu8cript,  and  my  results  will  probably  admit  of  rec- 
tification in  some  points — but  I  trust  not  to  any  such  extent  as 
should  invalidate  the  general  conclusion. 

This  conclusion  is,  that  the  Prati9rikhya  probably  contemplates 
the  same  text,  neither  more  nor  less,  as  that  which  constitutes  the 
Taittiriya-Sanhita,  the  only  ^Cikhd  left  us  (unless  the  Kathaka  be 
regarded  as  another)  of  the  many  which  fonnerly.  represented  the 
Black  Yajur-Veda.  The  name  Trdttirlya-Pniti9akhya,  then,  is  both 
a  convenient  and  a  suitable  one  to  be  applied  to  the  treatise. 

If,  however,  this  name  be  understood  as  implying  that  the  text- 
book emanates  directly  from  the  T^ittiiiya  scnooT,  its  propriety 
is  much  more  questionable.  Besides  the  numerous  teachers  and 
"  holders  of  ^dkhda  "  referred  to  in  the  rules,  whose  names  in  some 
cases  are  related  with  those  of  traditional  schools  of  the  Black 
Yajus  (see  Weber's  notes  to  the  Caranavytlha,  in  his  Indische  Stu- 
dien,  iii.256  ff.),  three  schools  are  mentioned  by  name,  those  of  the 
Mimansakas  (v. 41),  Ahvarakas  (xxiii.l4),  and  Taittirlyas  (xxiii.15, 
16).  Now  we  <lo  not  expect  the  text-book  of  a  school  to  name 
that  school ;  its  rules  are  those  which  apply  "  here,"  "  with  us," 
and  only  outsiders  need  specification ;  besides,  the  Taittirlyas  are 
represented  as  holding  a  doctrine  which  is  not  that  of  the  treatise 
itself,  although  it  is  deemed  of  consequence  enough  to  be  set  forth 
with  a  detail  elsewhere  unkno^ii.  We  are  far  from  fully  compre- 
hending as  yet  the  origin,  nature,  and  relations  of  the  "  schools  " 
of  Vedic  study  and  their  accepted  texts  or  pdkhds^  or  the  causes 
which  have  preserved  to  us  so  few  of  the  latter,  and  of  the  school- 
treatises  or  prdti^dkhyaa ;  but  we  must  of  course  assume  that  there 
were  various  degrees  of  difference  among  the  pdkhds,  and  that 
some  were  only  infinitesiraally  unlike  some  others.  And  it  is 
perhaps  possible  to  point  out  certain  minor  points,  in  which  the 
orthoepical  form  of  the  Taittiriya-text  as  recorded  differs  from  that 
to  be  inferred  from  the  Prati9akhya. 

Among  these  points  we  are  not  allowed  to  reckon  the  retention 
of  A  before  surd  gutturals  and  labials  and  before  sibilants  (against 
ix.2),  nor  of  n  before  palatals  (against  v.24)  and  /  (against  v.26), 
nor  the  omission  of  t  (required  by  v.33)  between  t  and  «,  nor  of 
the  various  duplications  and  insertions  and  aspirations  taught  in 
chapter  xiv.,  since  these  are  matters  on  which  we  are  to  expect 
discordance  between  theory  and  practice.  Nor  would  it  be  safe 
to  make  anything  of  the  consistent  and  emphatic  acceptance  in  the 
Sanhita  of  anusvdra  as  an  alphabetic  element,  while  the  Prati9a- 
khya  wavers  (see  under  ii.30)  between  regarding  it  as  such  and  as 
a  mere  affection  of  the  preceding  vowel.  Of  more  consequence  is 
the  division  of  the  sections  or  finuvdkas  in  the  recorded  text  into 
fifties  of  words,  or  kandikds^  which  causes  the  disappearance  of 
more  than  one  specialty  of  reading  expressly  prescnbed  in  the 
treatise  (e.  g.,  of  the  t  ofu^masi,  at  the  end  of  i.3.6  * :  see  under  iii. 
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13).  The  retention  of  the  final  v  of  av  and  dv  (from  o  and  du) 
before  a  vowel  is  also  against  the  letter  of  rule  x.l9,  and  in  accord- 
ance with  a  dissident  opinion  quoted  in  x.21.  The  kampa  of  a 
circumflex  accent  followed  by  a  circumflex,  consistently  made  in 
the  Sanhita,  is  only  mentioned  in  the  Prati9akhya  (at  xix.3)  as 
taught  by  some  authorities,  nor  is  the  form  of  the  doctrine  taught 
in  full  and  clear  accordance  with  the  practice  followed.  And  it  is 
very  questionable  whether  the  prescription  of  nasalization  of  a 
final  protracted  a  (xv.S)  is  not  merely  reported  by  the  treatise  as 
made  by  certain  specified  teachers.  These  are  small  matters,  and 
few,  and  a  degree  of  doubt,  perhaps,  hangs  over  them  all;  but 
they  are  worthy  of  notice,  as  being  all  that  we  have  on  which  to 
found  any  discordance  between  the  Sanhita  of  the  manuscripts  and 
that  of  the  Prati9akhya.  While,  on  the  other  hand,  the  points  of 
accordance,  even  in  mattei-s  which  are  most  specially  characteristic 
of  the  Taittiriya-text,  are  very  numerous  and  important.* 

Of  course,  the  existence  of  other  forms  of  the  text  besides  the 
ordinary  aamhitd  is  assumed  by  the  Prati9akhya.  Such  a  work 
without  a  padchtext  at  least  as  its  foundation  would  be  a  thing  in- 
conceivable. Our  treatise  does  not  give,  as  the  others  do  (see 
add.  note  1  to  the  Ath.  Prat.),  formal  rules  for  the  construction  of 
any  of  the  other  texts ;  its  nearest  approach  to  doing  so  is  in  the 
third  chapter,  where  (see  note  to  iii.l)  it  teaches  us  what  final  or 
initial  vowels,  long  in  aamhitd,  are  to  be  shortened  whenever  the 
word  in  which  they  occur  is  thrown  out  of  aandhi  with  its  next 
neighbor — a  form  of  statement  which  applies  to  kranui  and  jcUd 
text  as  well  as  pada.  The  occuiTence  of  such  terms  as  pada,  nd- 
ndpadcij  ingya,  aimgraha,  implies  also  the  familiar  usages  of  the 
pcuia-text ;  and  the  employment  of  iti  is  directly  alluded  to  in  iv.4 
and  ix.20,  and  indirectly  assumed  in  the  use  of  drsha  in  ix.21  and 
X.13.  What  were  the  limits  to  the  use  of  iti  in  the  pada-text  held 
by  the  school  from  which  the  Prati9akhya  proceeded  does  not 
appear :  its  combination  in  the  extant  pacta  with  the  prepositions 
(thus  pri  Hi  for  pra,  vt  Hi  for  vi,  and  so  on — and  without  restric- 
tion to  the  ten  words  which  alone  are  allowed  by  the  Prati9akhya, 
at  il5,  to  count  as  prepositions)  does  not  come  to  light  anywhere 
either  in  the  text  or  commentary.  Nor  does  the  treatise  chance 
to  show  whether  its  pada  treated  the  i^igyas  or  separable  com- 
pounds after  the  same  manner  as  the  extant  Rik  and  Atharvan 
texts — writing  simply  upa-dyavah,  for  example — or  as  the  extant 
padas  of  the  i  ajur-V  eda  (including  that  to  the  Taittirfya-Sanhita) 
and  the  one  assumed  by  the  Atharva-Prati9akhya  (see  note  to  Ath. 
Prilt.  iv.74) — writing  updyava  ity  upordyavah.  The  commentator, 
however,  accepts  and  follows  the  latter  method.     Reason  has  been 

*  1  have  pointed  out  under  hile  ii.25  that  the  peculiar  T&ittirfya  orthog^phy  of 
such  words  ns  auvar,  tanuvd,  aghniyd  finds  no  occasion  for  mention  in  the  PrAti(&- 
khya;  nor  is  the  very  strange  change  of  a  final  labial  in  certain  words  to  a  guttu- 
ral (as  in  trishtug  indriye,  ii.4.112 ;  triahtug  ydjyd^  ii.6.26 ;  trishtughhih^  v.1.46)  no- 
ticed anywhere ;  I  presume  (I  have  omitted  to  obtain  distinct  information  upon  the 
point)  that  in  every  such  case  the  pada-text  also  has  the  guttural — which  would 
take  the  whole  matter  out  of  the  sphere  of  the  Prfttif&khya. 
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found  (under  xx.3)  for  questioning  whether  in  the  pudortext  be- 
longing to  the  makers  of  the  Prdti9akhya  the  peculiar  rule  followed 
by  the  known  Taittirfya  padn-texi  as  to  the  accentuation  of  its 
separable  words  was  of  force.  The  latter  text  is  of  a  very  peculiar, 
not  to  say  an  anomalous,  character  in  many  respects ;  in  these  it 
is  supported  by  the  Prati9akhya,  so  far  as  the  latter  goes  (I  will 
instance  as  examples  only  the  treatment  of  yojd  and  evd^  and  other 
cases  noticed  under  iiil5,  of  7itcdd,  v.  8,  and  of  ekdikayd,  v.  19): 
whether  it  does  not  contain  other  peculiarities  which  are  ignored 
by  the  Prati9akhya,  and  which  consequently  prove  it  not  to  be  the 
one  which  this  presupposes,  I  cannot  say ;  but,  from  an  item  or  two 
of  information  received  from  Prof.  Weber,  I  imagine  that  it  does 
so.  The  question  will,  at  any  rate,  be  cleared  up  by  the  discussion 
of  the  Taittiriya  pada-text  which  Weber,  as  I  rejoice  to  learn, 
intends  to  add  to  his  transliterated  edition  of  the  Sanhita,  now 
going  through  the  press. 

I  attribute  it  only  to  a  (very  unusual)  awkwardness  of  statement 
on  the  part  of  the  Prati9akhya.  that  it  appears  to  leave  a  part  of 
the  words  ending  in  an  original  o  out  of  the  category  oipraf/rahas 
(see  under  iv.7),  and  so  to  deny  them  the  right  to  be  followed  by 
iti,  as  they  are  in  fact  followed  in  the  known  pada-text. 

The  krama-text  ("  word-Arama ")  appears  to  be  mentioned  in 
rules  xxiii.20  and  xxiv.5,  and  more  unequivocally  in  xxiv.6  (all  of 
them,  however,  of  suspicious  authenticity  as  original  parts  of  the 
Prati9akhya :  see  below) ;  but  it  is  only  three  times  quoted  in  the 
comment  (under  vii.2,ix.  17,20),  and  so  makes  but  a  small  figure 
there  as  compared  with  the  jatd.  Examples  from  the  latter  are 
given  under  iill,v.33,viii.8,l 2,16,35, ix.22,x.9,10,13,xi.9,16,17,xii 
7,  XX. 2,  and  sometimes  in  considerable  number  and  at  great  length  ; 
and  once  (under  xx.2),  where  the  commentator  has  occasion  to 
mention  the  various  kinds  of  text,  he  specifies  aarhhitd^  pada,  and 
jatd,  ignoring  the  krama  altogether.  This  seems  strange,  inas- 
much as  the  jatd  is  regarded*  as  a  secondary  form  of  krama,  and 
founded  upon  it ;  but  the  simple  explanation  appears  to  be  that 
the  krama  brings  up  no  questions  oi  sandhi  wnich  do  not  arise 
also  in  samhitd  and  pada,  and  so  needs  no  special  attention  where 
only  methods  of  sandhi  are  taught ;  while  the  inversions  of  the 
jatd  bring  new  elements  into  contact,  and  so  create  new  cases  of 
combination  which  require  to  be  settled.  If  we  may  trust  the 
commentator's  interpretation,  rules  viii.  12,35  are  given  expressly 
for  cases  that  arise  only  in  jatd'%&xt\  under  viii.l6,  he  commits  an 
obviously  false  explanation  in  order  to  reach  a  jatd^ase ;  under 
v.33,  he  makes  a  sandhi  which  the  Prati9akhya  certainly  never 
intended,  because  it  is  required  by  the  letter  of  the  rule,  in  a  case 
which  the  makers  of  the  treatise  had  apparently  overlooked ;  under 
xi.16,17,  the  jatd  is  resorted  to,  apparently  with  reason,  for  counter- 
examples to  justify  the  form  of  statement  adopted  in  the  rule. 
The  weight  of  evidence,  upon  the  whole,  is  decidedly  in  favor  of 

*  See  Dr.  Thibaut's  "  Jatapatala,"  Leipzig,  1870. 
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the  assumption  that  the  peculiar  jatd  combinations  were  had  in 
view  by  those  who  constructed  the  Prati9akhya — or,  at  least,  by 
those  who  brought  it  into  its  present  form.  I  would  add,  that  it 
seems  to  me  not  unlikely  that  the  term  vikrama  (in  the  Hense  of 
kramavikrti)  signifies  Xhe  jutd-iexi  in  rules  xxiii.20  and  xxiv.5. 

The  names  of  the  divisions  of  the  Sanhita,  kdndft,  prttptd  (not 
prapdthaJc(i),  and  anuvdka,  are  found  only  in  the  commentary  (see 
Index) ;  respecting  the  absence  of  the  subdivision  of  anuvdhis  into 
kaiidlkds  see  above,  p.  427  (also  under  viii.36  and  xxiv.6,  where 
this  division  is  acknowledged  by  the  commentator).  But  the  PrA- 
ti9akhya  itself  gives  names  to  certain  parts  of  the  Sanhita ;  which 
names,  for  the  sake  of  convenience,  I  will  put  together  here,  with 
a  reference  to  the  rule  under  which  the  part  designated  by  each  is 
stated  (for  further  details  of  their  occurrence,  see  the  Index) :  they 
are  agni  (iii.9),  ishti  (iv.52),  tikhya  (\x.2Q)^graha  (ix.20^,  prshthya 
'ix.20),  mahdprahthya  (xi.3),  ydjyd  (iii.9),  rudra  (xi.3),  vdjapeya 
[xi.3),  vikar8h-(i  (xi.3),  vihavya  (xi3),  and  hiranyavarutya  (ix.20). 

A  marked  feature  of  the  Pniti9akhya  is  its  frequent  citation  of 
authorities  by  name.  The  list  of  names  has  been  repeatedly  put 
together  by  students  of  the  Prati9akhyas  (in  Weber's  Indische 
Studien,  iv.77-8,  mav  be  found  notices  respecting  the  historical 
and  geographical  indications  derivable  from  them),  but  ought  not 
to  be  omitted  here  also.  It  is  as  follows  (including  the  cases  of 
mention  in  the  commentary,  distinguished  by  an  added  c) : 

Agniveyya,  ix.4. 

A^ive^y&yana,  xiv.H2. 

Atreya,  v.31,  xvii.8. 

Ukhya,  viii.22,  x.20,  xvi.24. 

Uttamottariya,  viii.20. 

KAndamayana,  ix.l,  xv.7,8c. 

KAu^dinya,  v.38,  xviii.3,4c,  xix.2;  (sthavira),  v.40c,  xvii.4,5c. 

K&uhaliputra,  v.40c,  xvu.2:  (Kauhaleya,  xix.4c,  xxiii.l7c). 

Gftutama,  v.38. 

Pau8hkara«adi,  v.37,38,40c,  xiii.lH,  xiv.2.3c,  xvii.H. 

PlakshAyai^a,  ix.<>,  xiv.11.17.  xviii.5. 

PlAkshi,  v.38,  ix.6,  xiv.lO,llc,17,  xvui.5. 

BAdabhikAra.  xiv.l3. 

BhAradvAja,  xvii.3:  (Bharadvdja.  v.40c). 

MAcAkiya  (or  MAyikAya),  x-22. 

VAtsapra,  x.23. 

VAlmiki,  v.36,  ix.4,  xviii.6. 

CAnkhAyana,  xv.7,8c. 

CAityAyana,  v.40,  xvii.l,3c,4c,7,  xviil2. 

SAibkrtya,  viii,21,  x.21,  xvi.l6. 

HArita,  xiv.l8.19a20c.21c,22c. 

Of  the  three  schools  cited,  the  names  have  been  already  given 
(above,  j).  427).  And  we  have  besides  dedrydh  quoted  in  i.46; 
eke  dedrydh  in  v.30,  ix.5,  xiii.3,  xiv.3,25;  eke  simply  in  i.47^ii.l9, 
27,47,  V.39,  viii.l9,  xi.l9,  xiv.33,  xv.2,6,  xviii.l,  xix.3,  xxi.l3;  pi7rre 
in  XV.  9;  and  sanw  in  xviii.7. 

The  questions  which  all  this  array  of  authorities  is  called  in  to 
help  settle  may  be  classified  as  follows : 

L  Matters  of  phonetic  theory,  with  others  of  a  general  nature. 
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The  nature  of  the  tone  of  a  circiuiiflexed  syllable,  i.46-7 ;  with 
this  is  combined  an  uncertainty  of  view  of  the  Prati9akhya  itself, 
expressed  in  rules  44-5 ;  there  is  nothing  else  like  it  in  the  treat- 
ise; perhaps  we  may  best  assume  that  rules  44-7  are  a  later  intru- 
sion. The  mode  of  production  of  anusvdra  and  svarabhakti,  ill 9. 
The  quality  of  the  a-element  in  di  and  du,  ii.27.  The  phonetic 
character  of  h  and  A,  ii.47-8.  The  nature  of  the  combination  of  e 
or  o  with  (elided)  «,  xi.l9.  The  occurrence  of  lingual  /,  xiii.l6: 
this  the  comment  vainly  endeavors  to'  make  out  an  accepted  doc- 
trine of  the  Pniti9akhya.  A  denial  of  the  enclitic  circumflex,  xiv. 
32-3.  Nasalization  of  final  vowels,  xv.6-8 :  the  comment  treats 
rule  8  as  the  direct  teaching  of  the  text-book.  Accent  of  protracted 
vowels  (?),  XV. 9.  Correption  of  the  final  theme-vowel  of  neuters  in 
flw,  iSy  us  in  the  nom.  pi.  before  n,  xvLl6.  Utterance  of  di  final  in 
a  single  case,  xvL24.  Degrees  of  nasalization,  xvii.  1-5.  Utterance 
of  accents  and  alphabetic  sounds  generally,  xvii. 6-8.  Kampa  be- 
tween two  circumflex  syllables,  xix.3-5.  Use  of  the  term  yama 
for  the  nasal  counterparts,  xxi.l3.  Utterance  of  the  syllable  otw, 
xviiLl-7.      yama-tones  held  by  certain  schools,  xxiiil4-19. 

IL  Matters  of  sandhi  or  euphonic  combination. 

1.  The  most  important  cases  in  this  division  are  two  or  three  in 
which  the  views  of  diflerent  authorities  are  reported  without  any 
clear  expression  by  the  treatise  of  the  opinion  held,  or  the  rule  to 
be  followed,  by  its  school.  Thus,  with  regard  to  the  combination 
of  a  final  mute  with  an  initial  A,  v.38-41 ;  where,  indeed,  the  view 
first  stated,  as  that  of  certain  specified  teachers,  is  doubtless  to  be 
regarded  as  that  of  the  Prati9aKhya,  notwithstanding  the  equivo- 
cal wav  in  which  it  is  put  forwara.  Again,  at  ix.l,  the  dropping 
of  final  h  before  a  sibilant  followed  by  a  surd  mute  must  prooably 
in  like  manner,  though  referred  to  the  authority  of  a  single  teacher, 
be  taken  as  a  binding  rule.  And  it  is  hard  to  believe  that  rule  x. 
10,  prescribing  the  invariable  omission  of  final  v,  was  not  meant 
to  be  modified  by  x.2 1 .  That  the  treatment  of  anusvdra  as  a  dis- 
tinct consonantal  element  is  put  by"xv.2-3  upon  certain  dissidents, 
must  not  be  looked  at  by  itself  alone ;  it  stands  connected  with 
the  general  equivocal  attitude  assumed  by  the  Prati9akhya  ^nth 
reference  to  this  vexed  question  in  phonetics  (see  note  to  ii.30). 
Once  more,  the  mode  of  duplication  in  groups  beginning  with  /  as 
reported  in  xiv.2-3,  with  reference  to  the  authorities  who  teach  it, 
seems  to  be  acknowledged  by  a  later  rule  (xiv. 7)  as  binding:  this 
interpretation,  however,  is  not  free  from  doubt. 

2.  In  all  other  cases,  the  Prati9akhya  is  liberal  enough  to  record 
the  opinions  of  respected  authorities  upon  points  as  to  which  its 
own  teachings  are  distinctly  opposed  to  theirs.  Thus,  as  to  the 
treatment  of  m  before  y  and  y,  v.30  and  xiii.3  (the  repeated  men- 
tion of  this  shows  it  to  be  regarded  as  a  view  entitled  to  the  most 
respectful  consideration) ;  the  combination  of  p  with  p  and  of  7i 
with  p  before  a  consonant,  v.36-7  ;  the  sandhi  of  eshtar  with  rdyah, 
viii.  19-22;  the  treatment  of  h  before  an  initial  consonant,  ix.4-6  ; 
the  utterance  or  omission  of  final  y  and  ?',  x. 20-23 ;  the  insertvovw 
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of  a  surd  mute  between  spirant  and  mute,  xiv.10-11 ;  aspiration  of 
a  mute  before  a  sibilant,  xiv.l3 ;  duplication  in  certain  specified 
cases,  xiv.l '7-22,25-8  (but  the  comment  treats  28  as  the  direct 
prescription  of  the  authors  of  the  treatise) ;  and  vikrama  accent 
2Liier  pracaya,  xix.2. 

Thus  it  is  evident  that,  while  this  arraying  of  discordant  opinions 
is  a  quite  distinctive  and  a  very  interesting  feature  of  our  P*rati9&- 
khya,  it  does  not,  except  to  a  very  limited  extent,  detract  from  the 
character  of  the  latter  as  a  consistent  and  positive  record  of  the 
views  of  a  school  of  Vedic  study.  Nor  is  it  fairly  to  be  brought 
into  any  relation  to  the  peculiar  character  of  the  Black  Yajur-Veda, 
as  a  text  of  which  the  constituent  parts  had  been  gathered  together 
more  miscellaneously,  and  less  fully  fused  into  conformity,  than 
the  other  Vedic  texts.  No  text  could  be  so  definitely  constructed, 
and  be  made  the  object  of  so  thorough  and  systematic  study  as 
the  setting  uj)  of  a  text-book  like  the  Frati9akhya  evinces,  without 
assuming  an  established  character,  and  being  as  authoritatively 
handed  down  and  as  accurately  learned  as  any  Vedic  text. 

It  is  by  no  means  improbable  that  a  part  of  these  citations  of 
authorities  have  been  interpolated  in  the  Prati9akhya  after  the 
latter  ceased  to  be  a  mere  body  of  practical  rules  for  the  guidance 
of  a  school,  and,  in  virtue  of  its  thoroughness  and  comprehensive- 
ness, gained  more  the  character  of  a  phonetic  "  treatise "  on  the 
Black  Yajur-Veda,  and  was  used  in  other  schools  than  that  which 
originated  it.  The  commentator  (as  will  be  pointed  out  below) 
uses  the  citations  as  a  cover  under  which  to  put  upon  the  treatise 
certain  doctrines  which  do  not  properly  belong  to  it ;  and  in  other 
hands  it  may  have  undergone  a  like  distortion  in  other  directions. 

Accretions  of  other  kinds  to  the  original  text  of  the  Prati9akhya 
are  plausibly  to  be  presumed  in  various  places.  All  the  metrical 
rules  (namely  xvii.8,  xxii.14,15,  xxiii.2,14-16,20,  xxiv.5,6)  are  to  be 
set  down  without  much  question  as  unauthentic ;  they  are  proved 
such  by  their  character  not  less  than  by  their  form ;  and  several  of 
them  are  found  in  other  parts  of  the  Pniti9akhya  literature.  We 
may  include  in  the  same  category,  indeed,  with  considerable  show 
of  reason,  the  seventeenth  and  eighteenth  chapters,  and  all  that 
follows  the  twenty-first,  on  the  score  of  content  alone :  a  part  of 
their  matter  is  inferior  repetition  of  what  had  been  given  before; 
apart  deals  with  subjects,  and  in  a  style,  unsuited  to  a  Prati9akhya. 
That  there  is  room  at  least  to  suspect  the  intrusion  of  rules  in  other 
parts  of  the  work  has  been  pointed  out  here  and  there  in  the  notes: 
at  this  place,  I  will  merely  refer  to  certain  rules  which  are  put  in 
strangely  out  of  place,  interrupting  the  natural  connection  of  pas- 
sages: such  are  i.25-7,60,  vii.  13,14,  xiv.l 2-3,  xv.6-9,  xvl24,  xxii.3- 
8 ;  of  these,  only  vii.  13,1 4  are  indispensable  parts  of  a  treatise  like 
the  present. 

Another  notable  characteristic  of  our  Prati9akhya  is  its  sparing 
use  of  technical  terms  belonging  to  general  grammar,  consequent 
upon  its  refusal  to  deal  with  words  or  classes  of  words  accoraing 
to  their  grammatical  character,  its  laborious  definition  of  its  rabjeotr 
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matter  in  the  Sanhitd  by  position  and  surroundings  merely.  There 
are  but  two  cases  of  its  departure  from  this  method :  namely, 
its  use  of  alopa  at  xiii.l5,  and  of  sarhkhyasti  at  xvi.25;  and  m 
neither  one  is  its  success  precisely  of  a  character  to  make  us  wish 
it  had  gone  farther  in  the  same  direction.  This  peculiarity  renders 
impossible  any  profitable  comparison  of  its  phraseology  with  that 
of  other  grammatical  works. 

The  general  character  of  the  Prati9akhya  is  that  of  an  earnest, 
sensible,  consistent  treatise,  thoroughly  worked  out  and  dealing 
with  its  proper  task  with  completeness  and  accuracy,  and  confining 
itself  quite  strictly  to  that  task.  There  is  no  labored  feebleness 
and  artificial  obscurity,  as  in  parts  of  the  Vajasaneyi-Prati9akhya, 
nor  any  inclusion  of  matters  pertaining  to  general  grammar,  as  in 
the  Atnarva-Prati9akhya.  It  has  its  minor  inaccuracies  and  incon- 
sistencies, its  obscurities  of  anuvrtti  inseparable  from  the  sUtra- 
style,  and  its  rules  that  seem  to  defy  interpretation :  but  these  are 
inconspicuous  blemishes ;  no  one  of  the  other  works  of  its  class  is 
more  thoroughly  respectable  throughout. 

Turning,  now,  to  the  more  special  consideration  of  the  commen- 
tary, we  have  to  note,  as  the  most  important  point,  a  break  of 
continuity  between  it  and  the  Pniti9akhya.  The  commentator  is 
not  the  recipient  of  a  certain  tradition,  that  gives  him  surely  and 
precisely  the  import  of  the  rules  which  he  has  to  expound ;  the 
text-book  has  come  down  to  him  as  something  authoritative  and 
sacred,  indeed,  yet  in  some  points  obscure,  so  that  he  is  in  doubt 
as  to  what  it  means ;  in  others  imperlect,  so  that  it  needs  emenda- 
tion ;  in  othera  not  in  accordance  with  the  views  held  by  him  and 
his  school  respecting  the  text,  so  that  these  have  to  be  interpreted 
into  it. 

Thus,  in  the  first  j)lace,  the  instances  are  frequent  in  which,  to 
his  own  interpretation  of  a  rule,  he  adds  a  different  view  held  by 
other  interpreters:  either  without  naming  them  (as  under  i.  19,21, 
xiiLl6,  xiv.5,11,  xvii.5,  xxiii.7),  or  referring  to  one  of  his  special 
sources  and  predecessors  (as  under  ii.  19,33),  or  settinaj  ofi*  against 
one  another  the  views  of  two  of  these,  Vararuci  and  JViahisheya  (as 
under  ii.l4,  iv.40,  viii. 19,20,22,  xviii.7).  In  a  large  proportion  of 
the  instances,  it  is  true,  the  difference  of  opinion  is  upon  some 
utterly  trivial  point,  turning  on  the  interpretation  of  a  tu  or  the 
like,  and  only  illustrating  the  hair-splitting  tendencies  of  the  native 
exegetes ;  but  in  some  cases  it  is  of  more  consequence,  and  once 
goes  so  far  as  to  question  (under  viii.20)  whether  an  authority 
referred  to  is  Uttamottariya  or  Dvavuttamottariya.  Again,  where 
a  rule  is  really  obscure,  the  commentator  has  sometimes,  palpably, 
nothing  more  than  guesses  to  give  at  its  meaning,  and  ventures 
two  or  three  of  them  (as  under  ii.2,  xiv.22,  xv.9,  xix.5,  xxiii.17), 
among  which  it  would  be  hard  to  choose  the  least  acceptable ;  or, 
if  he  gives  but  one  (as  under  xl19,  xviii.4,  xxiii.  18,19),  it  is  no  less 
unsatisfactory.  There  are  yet  other  cases  in  which  what  seems  to 
be  the  evident  meaning  of  a  inile  is  misapprehended  and  distorted, 
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without  reason  (as  under  ii.52,  iv.4,  v.29,  vii.U,  xix.3).  Occasion- 
ally, false  interpretations,  of  every  degree  of  violence,  are  commit- 
ted, for  the  purpose  either  of  correcting  an  oversight  or  inaccuracy 
of  the  Prdti9slknya  (as  under  i.Gl,  iii.l,  viii.l6,  xi.3,  xvi.26),  or  else 
of  imposing  upon  the  latter  a  doctrine  which  it  was  not  intended 
to  teach,  but  which  is  held  by  the  commentator  and  his  school  (as 
under  L58,  xiiL4,  xxi.14,16).  For  this  last  purpose,  too,  advantage 
is  sometimes  taken  of  the  citations  of  varying  opiiiions  so  liberally 
made  in  the  rules ;  the  dictwn  of  the  quoted  authority  is  declared 
to  be  approved  in  usage,  or  is  even  imposed  upon  the  trati9akhya, 
to  the  setting  aside  of  what  the  latter  really  prescribes.  Thus, 
Paushkarasadi^s  doctrine  of  the  conversion  of  I  to  d  (xiii.l6),  which 
belongs  neither  to  the  Prati9akhya  nor  to  the  Sanhit4,  is  accepted ; 
and  the  duplication  of  consonant-s^roups  beginning  with  /  which  is 
ascribed  (xiv.3)  to  certain  unspecihed  teachers ;  and  Plakshi's  mode 
of  treatment  of  a  spirant  before  a  first  mute  (xiv.l7),  which  has  as 
further  result  a  misinteiyretation  of  xxi.l6 ;  and  a  part  of  rule  xiv. 
26,  respecting  the  duplication  of  //  and  rule  xiv.28,  to  which  a 
strange  interpretation  is  given,  prepared  for  by  a  yet  stranger  one 
of  xiii,4;  and  rules  xv.2,3,  which  require  anusvdra  instead  of  na- 
salization of  a  vowel ;  and  the  nasalization  of  a  final  protracted  a 
(xv.8) ;  and  two  rules  (xviii.1,6)  from  among  those  which  concern 
the  utterance  of  oth;  and  rule  x.21,  as  to  the  retention  of  final  «, 
is  given  the  preference  over  19,  which  requires  its  omission;  and 
the  first  rule  (v. 38)  as  to  the  combination  of  initial  h  with  a  pre- 
ceding mute  is  ratified ;  and,  in  the  variety  of  opinions  respecting 
the  circumflex  tone,  one  (i.46)  is  selectJed  for  approval.  In  the  few 
cases  where  the  commentator  does  not  express  himself  as  to  whether 
a  rule  is  ishta  or  anishta  (they  are  ii.  19,2 7,47-8,  xi.  19,  xix.2,  xxil3, 
xxiiL  14-9),  there  may  be  question  whether  he  means  to  have  it 
regarded  as  approved,  or  thinks  the  matter  of  no  consequence 
either  way.  There  remain  the  majority  of  cases,  in  which  he 
stands  by  the  Prati9akhya,  rejecting  the  intruded  doctrine  (for 
further  details,  refer  to  the  words  ishta  and  anishta  in  the  Sanskrit 
index). 

Besides  these  more  serious  cases  of  misapprehension  or  intended 
modification  of  the  teachings  of  his  text-book,  the  commentator  is 
not  free  from  the  ordinary  an<l  characteristic  weaknesses  of  his  craft 
in  India:  from  feeble  and  puerile  expositions,  from  attempts  to  find 
a  wonderful  pregnancy  of  meaning  in  some  innocent  particle  or 
unintended  difference  of  expression,  from  groundless  etymologies, 
and  the  like;  to  these  attention  has  been  directed  in  the  notes,  and 
they  are  not  of  consequence  enough  to  be  recapitulated  here. 

'hoT  determining  the  personality  of  the  commentator  we  have 
no  data  whatever,  and  for  his  place  and  period  we  have  only  the 
references  to  other  authorities,  which,  though  too  few  and  indefi- 
nite to  yield  any  statable  result,  need  to  be  put  together  in  this 
note.  The  three  earlier  commentators  on  whom  the  work  is  avow- 
edly founded — namely,  Vararuci,  Mahisheya,  and  Atreya — are  re- 
peatedly appealed  to,  especially  (as  has  been  pointed  out  above) 
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in  the  settlement  of  difficult  or  controverted  points  (for  the  details, 
see  index).  Vararuci  is  a  name  very  common  in  grammatical  lit- 
erature ;  to  identify  our  commentator  with  any  other  of  the  various 
individuals  who  have  worn  it  would  doubtless  be  daring  in  the 
extreme.  Nor  does  Atreya,  probably,  stand  in  any  definable  rela- 
tion to  the  grammarian  of  that  name  who  is  (see  p.  430)  twice 
quoted  in  the  Pruti9akhya  itself.  From  Panini,  rules  are  directly 
quoted  under  ii.l2,  iii.9,  v.l,  xiii.l6,  xiv.4,  xxiv.3;  and  the  pdnink' 
ydh  or  the  vydkarana  are  farther  referred  to  under  i.  15,53,67,  ii 
47,  xviii.l.  Piininean  terms  are,  further,  wa/1,  i.60,  x.22,  nic^  ii.l7, 
Aflf/,  ix.24,  y«r,  xiv.4,  and  lyap^  xxi.l4.  The  Mahabhashya  is  pro- 
fessedly quoted  under  ii.7,  v.2;  but  the  passage  given  is  actually 
from  Kaiyyata's  gloss.  A  definition  is  taken  from  the  Amarako9a 
under  Ll.  Kauhaleya  is  quoted  under  xix.4,  xxiii.l7 ;  and  the 
Kalanirnaya  under  xviii.l.  The  Brahmana  of  the  Vajasaneyins  is 
referred  to  under  xiv.33,  and  extracts  from  the  Mahubhurata  and 
various  Puranas  are  set  forth  under  xxiv.6. 

But  the  authority  most  often  appealed  to  is  the  "  9^^^^^/'  ^7 
which  the  commentator  intends  a  very  different  work  from  the 
pdniniya  ^iksha,  and  one  much  more  comprehensive.  He  takes 
extracts  from  it,  of  a  verse,  or  part  of  a  verse,  or  more  than  one 
verse,  under  i.l  (three  times),  ii.2,  xiv.5,28,  xix.3,  xx.l2,  xxLl,16, 
xxii.l3,  xxiiLlO,l7.  Among  these  extracts  are  (under  i.l,  ii.2,  xxLl, 
xxiiLlO)  several  j)as.sages  which  are  found  also  in  the  pdniniya 
^iksha ;  and  among  the  metrical  extracts  which  are  now  and  then 
given  without  specifying  their  source  (under  xiv.23,26,28,  xix.3, 
xxi. 1,6,15,  xxiii.17,19,  xxiv.6)  are  likewise  one  or  two  (under  xxiiL 
17,19)  which  occur  in  tlie  same  treatise.  That  the  commentator  is 
inclined  to  regard  his  ^i^sha  as  of  higher  authority  than  the  Pr&- 
ti9akhya  itself  was  pointed  out  under  xx.l2 ;  that  it  was  a  work 
specially  appertaining  to  the  Taittiriya-Sanhita  may  be  inferred 
with  probability  from  the  words  which  it  cites  (under  xxi.16)  in 
illustration  of  the  varieties  o\'  svurabhakti. 
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ANALYSIS. 

L    ExPLAKATORT:   terms  AKD  their  UdE,   nCTESPRETATION  OF  RULEa    ETC. 

1.  TemM  amd  their  me: 

kdra  forms  names  of  letters,  xxiL4;  of  vowels,  LI 6;  of  oonsonaDts.  LH;  ex- 
oeptioos.  LI 8. — varna  forms  names  of  letters.  xxiL4;  mclndea  short,  long,  and 
protracted  vowels.  L20. — epha  forms  name  of  r.  L19. — rarga,  with  first  mate, 
forms  name  of  series,  L27. — a  forms  name  of  consonant  L21 ;  of  a  cited  word, 
L22. — aprktOj  a  pada  of  a  single  letter,  L54. — avagrahcL,  first  member  of  a  sepa- 
rable word,  L49. — lopa,  loss,  L57. — upasarffo,  ^preposition,*  includes  what 
words,  L15.— H>ffices  of  ca,  opt,  tu,  cUha,  eva^  vd.  na.  xxiL5-8. 

2.  InUrpretation  ofrjtlet  andforms^  etc : 

an  increment,  or  word  having  euphonic  change  or  elision,  put  in  nominative. 
L23;  or  in  its  text>form,  L24. — product  of  euphonic  change  put  in  accusative, 
L28. — next  element,  or  more,  taken  in  case  of  doubt,  L25,26. — a  cited  pada 
means  that  pada  onlj,  L50 ;  but  applies  to  it  even  when  euphonicaUj  altered, 
or  preceded  by  a  or  an,  L51-3. — ^rules  for  a  specified  passage  apply  only  there, 
and  peremptorily.  L59 ;  but  a  series  of  three  or  more  words,  if  repeated,  reads 
as  the  first  time,  L61. — purva^  *  preceding,'  and  tUtara,  *  following/  designate  a 
word  only  under  the  specified  circumstances.  L29,30.^-continued  implication 
is  of  what  stood  last,  i.58. — words  to  be  combined,  Hnd  rules  to  be  applied,  in 
their  order,  v.3.— a  separable  word  treated  as  two  words,  except  in  enumera- 
tion, i.48. — an  aprkta  treated  as  initial  andAS  final.  L55.— «Iision  and  euphonic 
alteration  affect  single  letters  only,  L66 :  after  elision  of  y  or  i\  no  farther  com- 
bination made,  x.25. — in  pragrahas,  and  in  enumeration  of  words  containing 
anusvdra.  a  cause  in  another  word  maintains  its  force,  i.60. 

n.    Phonetic:    encmeratiox,    classificatiox.    description    op    alphabetic 
socNoa  qcaxtitt,  accent,  etc. 

1.  Enumeraium  and  ciamjkaiifm  of  cdphabt'tic  souruis : 

nine  simple  vowels  [a,  ri,  <i8.  t,  t,  is,  u,  u,  lis])  i.2;  sixteen  vowels  [the  above, 
with  r,  f,  I.  e,  di,  o.  du],  L5;  the  rest  consonants,  i.6. — mutes,  L7 ;  in  five  se- 
ries, LIO;  called  '"first"  etc,  Lll. — semivowels  [y.  r,  /.  r],  L8. — spirants  [;t» 
f,  th,  «,  ^,  h],  L9. — surd  consonants,  LI 2;  ^  L13;  sonants.  L14. 

2.  Mode  of  formation  of  aJphabeHc  sounds  : 

general  mode  of  production  of  articulate  sounds,  iL2,3,7,  xvii.7,8,  xxiL],2,  xxiiL 
2,3. — difference  of  surds,  sonants,  and  ^  ii.4-6. — mode  of  utterance  of  vowels, 
in  general.  iL4,8,31,32;  in  particular,  of  a,  d,  iLl2;  of  t,  y,  iL20-22,*  of  u,  ii, 
iL20,24,25;  off,  f,  I,  iL18;  of «,  iL15-17,23;  of  «»,  iL26-8,  of  o,  iLl.3,14;  of 
dtt,  ii.26,27,29. — similar  vowels,  i.:{,4 — mode  of  utterance  of  consonants,  in 
general,  iL33,34;  of  sonants,  ii.8;  of  surds.  iL10,11 ;  of  A  and  sonant  aspi- 
rates, iL6.9 ;  of  nasality,  ii.52 ;  difference  of  nasal  quality  in  different  nasal 
Bounds,  xvii.1-4;  of  nasal  mutes,  iL30. — mode  of  utterance  of  consonants  in 
particular:  of  Ar-series,  iL36;  of  oseries,  iL36;  of  Nseries,  ii.37;  of  Maries,  ii. 
38;  of  ^series,  iL39;  of  y,  ii.40;  of  r,  ii.41:  of  /,  iL42;  of  v,  ii.43;  of  8|a- 
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rants,  ii.44,46;  of  h,  ii. 6, 9,46,47 ;  of  vtsarjaniyOj  ii.46,48;  of  oniMvdro,  ii.l9, 
30;  of  ndaikyaa  (yamas  etc.X  ii.49-51;  of  8vardb?MlUi,  1119. 

3.  Quantity: 

quantity  of  short  aud  lonj<  vowels,  i.31-3,35;  of  protracted  vowels,  i.36;  of 
consonants,  1.3*7;  of  anuavdra  (or  nasalized  vowel),  i.34,  zyii.6;  of  syllables 
(** heavy"  and  'Might"),  xzii.14,15;  of  pauses  and  hiatus,  zxill3;  of  om, 
xvilLl. 

4.  Accent: 

general  character  of  accents:  acute,  i.38,  xzii.9;  grave,  i.39,  zxii.10;  circum- 
flex,  i.40-47,  xvii.6. — varieties  of  independent  circumflex:  nitya  or  original, 
XX. 2;  its  quality,  xx.9:  kskdipra.  xx.l;  its  occurrence,  x.l6;  its  quality,  xz. 
9:  abhinihata,  xx.4;  its  occurrence,  zii.9;  its  quality,  xx.lO:  pra^lishta^  xx. 
5;  its  occurrence,  x.l7;  its  quality,  xx.  11. —enclitic  circumflex:  its  occur- 
rence, xiv.29-33;  its  varieties:  prdiifuUa,  xx.3;  its  quHJity,  xx.l  1:  pddavrtta, 
XX.6;  its  quality,  XX.  12:  tdirovyaf^'ana,  xx.l ;  its  quality,  xx.l 2. — ^ocaya  ac- 
cent, xxL  10,11. — vikrctniOj  xix.1,2;  its  quality,  xviL6. — kampd,  between  two 
circumflexes,  xix.3-5. — ^accent  resulting  from  combination  of  two  syllables 
into  one,  x.10,12,16,17,  xiL9-ll. — accent  of  om,  xviil2,3,5~7. — accent  of  pro- 
tracted vowel  (?),  XV.9. 

5.  SyUabic€iium : 

division  of  syllables,  xxi.  1-9. 

6.  Mode  and  tones  of  utterance : 

general  mode  of  utterance,  xxiiL20;  the  three  sthdnaa  or  qualities,  xxii.11; 
thjB  seven  do.,  xxiii.4-10 ;  thQ  twenty-one  yamaa  or  tones,  xxii.l2,  xxiii.l  i-19. 
— tone  of  owi,  xviiL4. 

III.    SaNDHI  OB  EUPHONIC  COMBINATION: 

introductory,  v.  1-3 ;  four  kinds  of  combination,  xxiv.1-4.  ^  ' 

1.  Final  vowels: 

final  vowels  not  liable  to  combination,  pra>grahas^  iv.1-54,  x.24;  special  cases 
of  uncombinable  finals,  x.  13,18;  protracted  finals,  x.24;  their  uasalization, 
XV. 7, 8. — nasalization  of  final  vowels,  xv.6. — the  particle  u,  ix.16,17. — ^length- 
ening of  final  a,  iii.2-6,8-12 ;  of  final  %  and  u,  iii.7,13,14. 
combination  of  simple  final  vowels:  with  similar  initial,  z.2;  of  final  a  with 
initial  vowels,  x.4-9;  exceptions,  x.l3;  lost  in  certain  cases  before  e  or  o,  z. 
14;  t,  t,  tf,  final,  x.l5,  ix.l7;  exceptions,  iz.16,  z.l8. — combination  of  final 
diphthongs,  iz.  11, 12, 14,1 5;  e  and  o  with  initial  a  (see  also  Initial  vowels), 
iz.l3 ;  treatment  of  the  resulting  y  and  v,  z.  19-23 ;  after  their  loss,  no  further 
combination,  z.2 5. 

accent  resulting  from  combinations  of  final  vowels,  z.10,12,16.17,  zz.  1,5,9,11 ; 
resulting  nasalization,  z.1 1. 

2.  InUial  vowels : 

initial  vowel  lengthened,  iii.l5. — loss  of  a  after  final  e  or  o,  iz.l3,  zi.1 ;  detail 
of  cases  of  loso,  and  ezoeptiona  zi.2-19,  xii.l-8;  resulting  accent,  xii.9-11, 
zz.4,10  — f  to  or  in  speciHl.case,  v.9. 
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3.  Final  consonants : 

surd  to  nasal  before  nasal,  7iil2;  to  sonant  before  all  other  sonant  letters, 
yiii.3 ;  and,  in  n  special  case,  before  m,  viiLi ;  to  aspirate  before  spirant,  xiy. 
12,13. 

visarjaniya  to  spirant  before  surds,  ix.2-6 ;  except  before  ksK  ix.3 ;  to  th  be- 
fore  U  in  certain  cases,  vL 6.— omitted  before  spirant  and  surd  mute,  ix.l ;  also 
m  aa  etc.,  v.16-17;  also  before  r,  viii.7.16,17;  special  case  before  r,  viiLiS- 
22. — changed  to  r,  yiii.6;  do.  afler  a  and  d,  viii.8-15;  exceptional  cases,  v.lO. 
—changed  to  *  or  *^  before  *,  kh^  p,  in  compound  words,  Yiii.23 ;  do.  in  inde- 
pendent words,  viii.24-35;  exceptions,  viii.32,33. — ah  final  to  o,  before  a  and 
sonants,  ix. 7, 8;  special  exception,  viii.  18-22;  before  other  vowels,  ix.lO;  dk 
final,  ix.9,10. 

final  mutes:  «  doubled  before  vowel,  ix.l8;  n  before  *,  sh^  v.32. — t  before 
s,  8h,  V.33. — ^before  palatals,  v.22,23;  before  I,  v.25;  before  f,  v.22. — »  be- 
fore paktals,  v.20,21, 24,37,  xv.1-3;  before  <,  vL14,  xv.1-3  ;  before  i,  v.25,26, 
31,  xv.1-3 ;  before  f,  v. 24;  before  *,  *A,  v.33 ;  changed  to  r  or  y  [i.  e.  to  anu- 
avdra^  xv.1-3]  ix.20-24;  doubled  before  vowel,  ix.l9. — m  before  mutes  and 
semivowels,  v.27-31,  xiii.3 ;  before  spirants  and  r,  xiii.1,2,  xv.l-3 ;  unchanged 
before  rd,  xiii.4;  special  case  of  loss,  v.  18. 

4.  Initial  consonants  : 

f  to  c/t,  v.34-7. — s  to  sh,  in  words  independent  or  compound,  v.  10,  vl1,2,4,6- 
13. — t  to  t.  vii.l3. — h  afler  a  mute,  v.38-41. — n  to  n,  vil2,4. 
elision  of  initial  7/i,  v.  12;  of  r,  v.  13;  of  »,  v.  1 4. 

5.  Intet-ior  consonants : 

t,  th  U)  t,  th,  vii.13,14. — n  to  n.  in  same  word  with  its  cause,  xiii.6-9, 11, IS- 
IS; in  other  word,  vii.:5,r),6-12,15,16. — *  to  sh^  vi.3. — I  to  </,  xiii.  16. 

6.  Abnormal  insertions  and  elisions,  duplication^  etc.  : 

insertion  of  «  v. 4-7;  of  d,  v.8;  of  surd  mute  between  sibilant  and  mute,  xiv. 

9-11;  of  nasal  counterparts  {yamas  and  ndsikya)^  xxi.l2-l4;  of  svarabhakti^ 

xxi.  16-16. 

elision  of  initial  m,  f,  Sj  see  Initi»il  consonants.-- in  composition  of  forms  of 

eka,  V.18,I9. 

dupIicatioD  in  consonant-groups,  xiv.1-7,14-28;  of  initial  c^  kh,  bh  in  certain 

cases,  xiv. 8. 

IV.   Sundries: 

enumeration  and  specification  of  cases  of  n,  otherwise  than  euphonic,  in  inte- 
rior of  words,  xiil9,10,12;  of  aniim;dra,  do.  do.,  xv.4,6,  xxvi.2-31. 
requirements  in  a  scholar  or  teacher,  xxiv.5,6. 
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INDEX  OF  CITATIONS 

MADE  IN  THE  COMMENTARY,   FROM   THE  TAlTTIBiYA-SAXHITA. 


This  Index  contains  the  references  reported  above  in  the  body  of  the  work,  as 
made  by  the  commentator  to  the  fundamental  text.  If,  however,  a  cited  word  or 
passage  is  reported  as  occurring  more  than  once  in  the  text,  reference  is  given  only 
to  the  first  occurrence.  It  has  been  found  impracticable  to  carry  out  any  scheme 
of  distinction  of  the  value  of  the  citations ;  and  any  one  using  the  Index  will  have 
to  turn  back  to  the  notes  in  order  to  determine  whether  a  given  passage  is  quoted 
merely  as  an  example  of  some  general  class,  or  as  one  that  was  more  or  less  proba- 
bly had  directly  in  view,  as  example  or  counter-example,  by  the  makers  of  the 
treatise ;  whether  it  is  a  unique  phrase,  or  one  more  than  once  repeated,  or  even  a 
word  of  frequent  occurrence — and  so  on. 


T8.  L 
l.i  1.21,33,  ii.22,  iH.1,3,  ix. 

1,  x.5,10,19,  xiv.21, 
xvii.7,  xvlli.1,7,  xx. 
3,  xxi.7,  xxiL13. 

2  »xlii.2,xv.l,xxi.l5;'x. 

2,  xxiv.5. 

3  iv.6,  vili.8,  xvi.27, 

4  » viii.8. 

5  »iv.44,ix,22.x.25,xi.l6; 

«vi.ll,  xiii7,  xxiv.4. 

7  »x.lO. 

8  vL5,x.2,6,xl8,16,xiv.l. 

9  »vi.lO,  vil.l4;»iii.l5,v. 

2,21,  X.I8  his,  xi.l6, 
xiv.12,13. 

10  »vi.5,  vii.l4,xiv.l0,xvi. 

2,27;  «v,3,vi.4,xi.l6; 
Ml48,vli.l3,lx.2,xvi. 
14. 

11  »xlii.6. 

12  iii.3,  V.5,   vili.8,  xi.l7, 

xiv  19. 

13  » 11.20,1x22  6m; 'xiii.  10 

W«,xvi.26;  Mv.l2,  ix. 
9,  xii.8,  xxi.l2. 

14  M.61,iii.8,9,10;'viii.23, 

xi.3,xii,7;»i.6l,  xi.3, 
9,  xiii,16;  Mii.l2,  v. 
17,  vi.5  6m,  vii.5,10, 
ix.22,  x.10,25,  xili.3. 
2.1  Mx.lO,  x.19,22,25,  xi.8, 
xviii.7;axL18. 

2  Mv.47,  xiv.9;   «-Mv.42; 

>xxi.3;  »vll2,  x.2, 
17, 

3  ixi.l8&i«;Mii.5,  xi.8. 

4  »xi.3,  xxl3;«xi.3. 

6  »xiv.29;xx.l,7. 

6  xl.  10,17,  xiii.lO,  xvi.29, 

xxi.6. 

7  UL5.1v.9  6m,  xiv.28. 

8  »ix.2l,22,x.l0,xi.l6,17; 

» i.56,  v.lO. 

9  iii.2,  viU.27,28. 

10  Mii.8,lxJJl;Mv.62. 

11  » viii.8,18-22,29,      x.14, 

xvi.29;  »xil6. 


T8.  i. 

2.12  »xi.lU7;«  xvi.27. 

13  » iii.2.  iv.34;  «iii.7,  iv. 

15,22,33,  xvi.2;    Mv. 
46,  xi.l7. 

14  » iil.8,     ix.20,23,    xii.7, 

xvi.l5,27;ai.48,  ii,47, 
lv.28,v.8,vi.6,vlii.24, 
X.16,  xiii.l5,  xiv.6, 
xvi.l3;  "i.56,  v.  15; 
»v.l7,  vii.l0,  xvi.l4; 
*xlv.l0,xvi.l3;»viii. 
8;»^iii.8;«viLll,xL 
4,xvi.2;'vi.2,viii.24, 
xvi.25. 
3.1  M.61. 

2  »vii.ll;    »iv.l2,    villi, 

xiv.  28, 

3  151,60,  iii.l,vli.6  tor. 

4  »viii.26;xl.l3,16. 

5  xiv.26. 

6  »lv.42;    »-Mii.l3;  M.33, 

x.lO;  end*gxxiv.6. 

7  »Ui.8,  iv.  11,47,  vili.l6; 

«viii,9.xi.l6. 

8  »iii.8;«  iii.2,  ix.22. 

9  » i.37,    V.38   6iji,    vlii.2, 

xiv.  12,20  6m,  xxi.3. 

10  »xl.l7;»xiii.l4,xvi.23. 

11  xll7. 

12  ix.2l,  xl.l8. 

13  »-»v.i3;Mv.20,  viii.9. 

14  »i.61,  ill  12,  ix.23,  xiv. 

23,xvi.l7,xx.l2;«iii, 
10;  «-»vii,l2;  »x.l5, 
xii.7;  M.61;  »vii.9, 
vlii.28,34,  xii.5;  Mil 
5;  'iv.6,  xvll4; 
•'viii.31,  ix.22 
4.1  »iil.5,ix.20,xiill5;Mv. 
38,  vll3. 

2  viil27. 

3  villlO. 

4  xi.10. 

9  V.27,  xxi.l2. 

10  lv.42,  vi.4. 

11  xll6,  XVL25. 
13  xll7. 


T8. 

4.14 
16 
18 
19 
20 
22 
24 
25 
26 
27 
30 
33 
36 
41 
42 
43 
44 


45 


46 
5.1 


2 


4 
5 

6 


8 
9 


1. 

1144,  ix.4. 
xvll3. 
iv.4l,  xll6. 
vi.7,  ix.20. 
XV.  1  xvii.4. 
iii.*12,  iv.4,12,  xvi.13,29. 
vl6,  xll3. 
xlil.9. 
iv.42. 

vl7,  viii.27. 
iv.ll. 

i,56,  iii.l4,  vl5,  xi.3. 
viii.32. 
ii.49,  xiv.24. 
vill6,  ix.20. 
M.61,  xi.9;axvi.26. 
»  vii.2,  xl3,  xil6,7,  xiil, 

4,  xxiv.5;  «viii.3,  ix. 

22,  xil7,  xvi.l3  Us. 
»iil.2,vi.5;»viii.24,xiU. 

12,  xxl4;  Mx.21,  xi. 
7  XV.4. 

» xii.8,   xiv.30,31,  xx.3; 

»xlill5. 
» V.  28,80,  xiv.23,xvii.2; 

Mx.19,    X.  10,13;    »v. 

28,30,  XX.7. 
» ix.20,  xlv.23;    »iv.l6; 

»-Mv.l5;»x.lO. 
Ui.48;  axiv.l8;    Mil8, 

ix.22. 
«xx.8;*v.28,31,  xiv.28. 
»133,  xi.8  W«,  xiv.9, 19, 

27;«xxill3;Mil4. 
»x.lO,     xiv.23;     M118, 

viii.8;    Mii.8,    xll3; 

Mli.5,  V.32,  xiv.5,12, 

13,  xxi.5. 

»xll8;  Mv.38;  Mi.49, 
v.15,37,  xiv.24  ;Mii.5, 
vi.l4,  XVL27. 

»xll6. 

M147,  iv.88,  xiv.l; 
«xiv.4,  xvl29;  »ix. 
22;  *vl7,  xiv.31, 
xvill;  •x.9;  Mv.ll, 
v."20,24,  vlU.7,  x.lO. 


440 


W.  D.  Whitley, 


T8.  L 

5.10  »lv.l7,38,42,      xi.13.14, 
XX.8;    »-«xi.l6:    »xi. 
16;Mx.22,xl.l2;*ix, 
22. 
11  »vili.88,xvL2,19;MiL2, 
xliL14;  •-»lU.14;»iiL 
10. 
6.1  »iL25. 
2  »xill,17,  xlv.82,  xix.1, 
xxiv.5;  'xLie;  »xvi. 
18 
8  Mx.21,     xi8,     xiv.28; 
»xvl.l9. 

5  »vi.l4,  xi.l6;Mli.7. 

6  »xi.H;    Mx.21    quater, 

22,  xl.l6. 

7  »iv.86,  xxl.6;  «v.l8,  x. 

16,  xlv.ll;<xl.l6. 

8  >xxil5;    «iv.4»,    v.l8; 

»vii.8,ll. 

10  «iU.7;    »xvll5;    <v.27, 

xliLS,  xvli.l ;  •  x.8. 

11  »vii.6;«vii.6;*xiii.9. 

12  »liL8,    V.18,    vill.24,32; 

Mil.l2,  xlll.l2;«-»xll. 
7;  Mil.  10,  iv.7,  v.29, 
vili.l5,  X.22,  xiii.4, 
xiv.4,  xvi.21-,  xvil.5; 
*xli.5,ll,xvL29;MII. 

10,  lx,l8,  xil.8,  xx.8; 
•lx-20,23,  xii.7,  xiii. 
12. 

7.1  »ix.22;  »lv.44;  *xlv.9, 

11,  xxi.  12,14. 

2  »v.85,xv.7;  M.89,  xvil 
6,  xix.2,  xxiil.l7, 
xxiv.6  W«;  *v.l3. 

8  «iil.6,  xxlv.5;  Mx.21, 
xxiv.5. 

4  »xi7.16  6wc. 

6  »vl8. 

7  »viii.27,xi.8;»viii,4,xi. 

8,  xli.7  6m,  xiv.23. 

8  >xxi5;Mv.20,  xi.8,  xii. 

4;>v.l5,xii.7,xlil.l2; 
*xvi.l8  6w. 

9  M.80,viii. 7,13,16  ;«viii. 

18,29,  lx.22,  xli,7. 

10  » xiii.  15;  «xiv.27;  M.51, 

vL4. 

11  »v.25,31,  ix.lO. 

12  »vi.2. 

18  »lv.l8,  xiv.28;  »ili,12; 

»vi,2,  viiL8LxviL4. 
a3  Ui.l4,  vi.2,  vil.2  Ms, 

4  »iii.l2,  vlil2,  XV.6. 

5  nv.48,vii.l6,  ix^l,xiv. 

20,  xvi.l7;  Mx.21, 
xiiL18. 

6  »xii.ll;« xiv.4. 

7  « xiv  2,  xx.2,a 

9  »xiii.l5;  »v.20,  xv.l. 

10  Mii.l,ll,v.l0,viii.l3,xl. 

17. 

11  vi.8,  xiv.a 

12  «iv.ll,l8,     xi.l5     bis; 

«xiil,12. 
18  « xiv  20;  Mv.U;  ••«xvi. 
29;*ix.l,xa0,xvi.29. 


T8.  1. 

8.14  Mii.l8,  viiL24. 

15  «vi.7,  xvi.2. 

16  » i.58,  v.29,  vi.4,  xiil.4, 

XV.8;  M.58,  ii.52,  xv. 
KWi,  xvlll. 
18  xvi.l3. 

21  V.32,  xll7,  xiv.l2. 

22  »vii.4;  »iii.l4;  »xvi.l4 

bia, 

TS  ii 
1.2  »*iv  6,  ix.7,  xl.l,  xii.9, 
xx,4,6,8;  «ivl2;Mx. 


TS  ii 

4.1  »m.7,    v.24,38:    «ix.l9, 
xi.lO,   xxi.lO;    *xvi, 
18. 
2  Mx.l9:    »vi.l2,  xili.14, 

xvi,29. 
8  »xx.4. 

4  1  xxii.13. 

5  » V.2,  vil.2,  x.18,15. 

6  «xiv.l8. 

7  Uii.5,  vUi.ll;  «viU.12, 
xi.16. 

8  «iii.l0  6fc,  12. 

9  *  xvi.31 
2,4,5,6,      xiv.9,10,11,:    10  »xiv.*8,28;  Mii.5,  iv.24, 


15;  *xiv.26,  xxi.  15; 
•vii.ll,  xiv.9  W»,  11 
W»,  xxi.  14. 

3  »xvii.2;«vi.l2;  >vi.l2; 

Mx2,6. 

4  Mv.12,52. 

5  »xi,7;Mv.l4;»UL7. 

7  »v.25,xiv.23;Mll.4,vill. 

16; 'xvi.21. 

8  »xlv.21,26;  axiv.26,  xx. 

2. 

9  axL8:>iv.3,4,ll,5l. 

10  *xvl.». 

11  »v.l2,'  xiii.l3;     Mll.7; 

Mii.lO;MU.5,v.l4,vi. 
5;  Mv.40,  ix.24,  xill. 
12,  xvli.4;  Mii.l3,iv. 
10,  V.12,  xiii.l5. 
2.2  »v.9;Mii.7. 

3  Mi.49. 

4  »161;  Mx.21;  'xiv.  15; 

M.61,  vi.l8,  xi.16. 

5  «xiv,16,  xxi.  15;  Mil  3; 

•xlv.5;  Mv.40. 

6  »-Mv.40;»xiii,12M«. 

7  Mii.5;MH1.15  6Kxi.4; 

» lv.53,  xv.6. 

8  Mx.l  W»;«v.32,  i.\.l8. 

9  Mv.2;«-<v.21;Mv.7,xv. 

6, 

10  M.43,  iv.52. 

11  »xlx.3. 

12  »vlll.24,xiv.9,24,27;<v, 

88,xlv.20,xxi,3;»xil. 
7;  Mll.7,12,  vii.2,4; 
Mv,12;  Mii.5,  vll.2, 
viii.l6,x.l9,21,22,  XV. 
6. 
3.1  »lx.l,  xvii.4. 

2  Mv.58;    Mi.44;    Mx,4; 

•x.16. 

3  Mv.5:i,  xiii.18. 

4  »xiii.l4;Mv.52,  vil..5. 

5  «ix.lO;    >x.lO,    xvi.29, 

XX.2. 

7  *  lx.16. 

8  »xiil.l2;Mv.ll. 

9  » vlii.28,  xi.8. 

10  »xx.3;Mi.48. 

11  Mv.42,  ix.ll,  x,22,  xx.8, 

xxli.l8;»vlll.24. 

12  >v.21. 

18  Mi.44',  xlv.9,10,11,15.      I 
14  Mv.15;     »v.l7,     xlll.9; 
*xil,7;Mv.8l,  V.8.      , 


ix.ll,  X.19,  xxi.l5. 

11  >x.l6;    «vl.2;     *vll4; 

MU,2,  XIIL15. 

12  » lv.6,  vii,6,  viii.8,  lx.l2, 

xv.«;Mll.9;«xv.7, 
18  X.7,  xiil.8,  xiv.23. 
14  »v.5,  xii.8,  xiv.ll,  xxi. 

14;«xil.7;Mli,8;»vi. 

2,  viii.l2. 

5.1  «viil8W«;  Mx.18,  xl.l, 

xii.9,  xx.4;»xiii.9. 

2  Mv.2 ;  Mv.53 ;  Mv.28,29, 

52,  xvi.30. 

3  »xvl.l3;«-'xi,18;»vl.9, 

X.10,  x^l.20. 

4  *  vii.2. 

5  Mv.52,xili.l2;«x.4,xlv. 

7W«;*xvUl;Mv.ll. 

6  Mv.44;     Ml.46,    vlli.8; 

Mv.42,44,  X.24;  M.60, 
iv.  11,44,  xvi.ll,  xxiv. 
5. 

7  « xxi.  15;  >-2xlv.l6;  Mv 

38. 

8  »xv.4;»xvl.l3;Mi.l4. 

9  •ix.2l,x.lOW«;«xvi.l3, 

26;»vi.l4,  1x21,  xiv. 
10;  Mx.22. 

10  »vi.l4,  xv.l,  xvi.25, 

11  »-«xvl.l3. 

12  Mv.52,  vL5,  vll.13 ;  Mli. 

8,  xlv.28,  xvl.l3; 
»xvi.25;  <v.2,  x.l8, 
xiv. 33,  xxlv.5 ;  »  vl.5, 
xiL8. 

6.2  M v.  12,44,  xiil.l6;  Mi.49, 

iv.80;  »^xlx.2;    Mv. 
53;«x.l2. 
3  <x.lO;Mv.49. 

5  Mv.25,     x.10;     Mv.26; 

»xlv.82,  xlx,l. 

6  »xvL13,   xxlv.5;    «viil. 

88- Mv.ll,  V.13,  x.16. 

7  Mv.39,  vlll9;  Mv.7,  xv. 

8,  xvll.2;  <x.lO;  Mv. 
23. 

8  *xvl.'26. 

9  Mv.44;  Mll.7;Mv.29,lx. 

19,  xlv.28;  ■vlll.aO. 

10  «v.22,  711.8;  <vL7. 

11  Mll.8,9,xUl.2,xx.8;»vL 

2,xi.4,xlll.l0,XYi.29; 
Mii.8,  vil.2,  TiiL2S,  X. 
10,  xlv.l;  4m.9,TilL 
24,  zliLa,  XTtaO. 
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xiv^,a3;»lx.21,xi.4; 
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2  » 7.15. 

a  » i.59,  iv.52. 

4  »ix.21,    xl.lO,    xvi.29; 
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11;  *xiiL9;  6v.2,  x. 
13,  xv.6;MiL8,  xii.8; 
»xv.4;8iii8.10,  x  12, 
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Mv.ll,  viL  11;  »xvi.6. 


T8.  vii. 
1.1  axvil.l;»xlv.l8,31,xvi. 
13. 

3  »vl.l4;  av.20. 

4  Mv.ll,  XX.2,  xxi.  11. 

5  »vl.l4;    «v.22;    «x.lO, 

xii.ll,  xiv.31;  »xx.7. 

6  >x.24,     XV. 7,      xxlv.5; 

«xvi.29;  «xiv.6; 

»xlii.l2;  Mii.l5,  v.9, 
vii.5,  xiil.l2,xiv.2,21, 
26;  8x1.17. 

7  » xUi.9. 

8  »vi.l2,  X.17,  xx.5,8. 

9  ix.21. 

12  X.10. 
19  »v.l2,  vi.l2,  vll.5,  xlli. 

14,     xvl.22;     «v.l4, 
xvi.22. 
2.1  Mv.52;  Mi.24;  *x.lO. 
2  » iL25. 

4  «xiii.9. 

5  *  viil.4. 

6  M.31;  Mv.54. 

7  «viii.lO,  xi.l6. 

8  »vll.6,  viil.l3. 

9  Mv.ll. 

10  »xi.U    xvi,29;    avii.2, 
xill.l2;  »x.lO. 

13  xvl.25,  xxii.l4. 

15  ii.44,  V.3,  vli.2,  vUi.2. 


TS.  vil. 

2.17  XVL25W& 

3.1  »xiii.l2;  Mii.l5. 

2  » ix.20. 

4  iv.21. 

5  >vilL13. 

8  >xii.lO. 

9  9vm.l3. 

10  Mv.ll,  xiv.l6. 

12  V.33,     xiv.5,     xxi.9,12, 

xxiv.5, 

13  xi.l7,  xiv.ia 

14  ii.30,  xiii.9,  xvii.l. 

15  xiii.l4. 

16  M.22,iiL7  6i»,x.l4;Mii. 

7,  xvi.30. 

17  X.14,  xvi.30. 

18  vl.l2,  xUi.l2. 

4.2  »v.32,  vili.l3,  ix.l8. 

3  «vi.l4;  Mii.7;  -v.S. 

4  Mv.64;  Mv.52. 

5  Mv.51,  viii,13;  «vii.2. 

7  *xiv.l 

8  Mv.52';  ^liiA;  «x.lO, 

9  xvi.l3. 

10  »vi.l3;  a  vita 

11  »vi.2,13;    Mv.12;    Mv. 

53. 
13  ill. 7,  xiv.l6,  xxi.l6. 
15  iii.lO,  xL17,  xvi.20. 
17  » xi.6. 

19  » X  10,     xi.l7,     xvi.l8 ; 

> Xlli,  12,  xvi.2;  <xvi. 
13. 

20  vill.8,  xi.6,7,  xlii.12,15, 

xv.8,  xvi.l8,  XX. 7. 

21  vL12 

5.1  »xiii.l4;  Mv.ll,  viil.  14, 
xvi.29;  «xvi.l2. 

2  » ii.47,  vi.3,  ix,14,  x.l9, 

xvi.27;   9vi.l2,  x.l7, 
XV  1.12,  XX.5. 

3  Mv.ll,    xvi.12,17;    Mv. 

11. 

5  >x,10;  «xvii.4. 

6  Mv.26;     Mv.42;      *vl. 

14. 

7  Mv.42,52,  ixvl7;  Mii,8, 

xi.13. 

8  >xiii.6;  *\.19, 

9  »xlil,16,xiv.4;2xiil.l2; 

»vll.l6;  *viii.lO,  xiv. 

a 

10  vii.l6. 

11  Mil.2,5,  xlv.5 ;  9xvi.4. 

12  »xiil.l3;    «xllL13,    xiv. 

23,  xvi.lO, 

14  xlv.8, 

15  9xlv.8,  xvL14. 

19  '  xvi.32. 

20  xxi.l6. 

22  xvi.29. 

24  iv.20,  xl.l8. 

25  »xlli.l3;  «xviii.l.       • 
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SANSKRIT  INDEX. 


The  following  Index  contains  the  whole  matter  of  the  Prfiti9&khya  itself — ^both 
the  proper  vocabulary  of  the  treatise,  and  the  words  and  parts  of  words  which  it 
quotes  from  the  SanhitA;  the  latter  being  distinguished  by  being  printed  with 
spaced  letters.  To  tliis  is  added  a  very  liberal  selection  from  the  vocabulary  of 
the  commentary ;  perhaps  more  ^liberal  than  may  seem  to  some  worth  while,  but 
I  preferred  to  err  in  this  direction  rather  than  the  contrary.  The  references  to  the 
commentary  are  designated  by  a  pretixed  c ;  and  nn  added  v  indicates  that  the 
word  is  to  be  sought  among  the  various  readings  given  at  the  foot  of  the  comment 


a,  xiii.l5. 

ctkkdra^     i.23:-ci.24,     xvi. 

25. 
ahsarva,  iz.7. 
aiifO,  ciii.8,  iv.23,  xxi.2i\ 
a^fabhuvd,  xvi.29. 
aAfaniy  a^fdyct^  xvi.29. 
aflfavah,  xvi.29. 
ail(u,  xvi.29. 
afifuh^  xllO,  xvi.29. 
aflf^undj  afifubhih,  a<- 

fttwi,  afifu,  aftfun^  afi- 

^ok^  afi^dUs  xvi.29. 
aAsdbhydm,       ailtsdyd, 

aUse,  ailsdu^  xvLSO. 
aHhahy  viiLlf),  xvi.29. 
afihaiih^  xi.4,  xvL29. 
aHhasahj  viiL24,  xi.4,  xvi. 

29. 
a^hasdj  xvi.29. 
aflhoh^  xvi.29. 
aiihomuk^,  xvi.29. 
akafi,  viii.8,  ix.22. 
akaram,  xiL7. 
akarot,  iv.52. 
akdra,   i.17,21, 32,52,    ii.21, 

26,  iv.6,   viii.23,  ix.7,13, 

xi.1,9,  XV.8,  XX.4. 
akurvUj  v.7. 
akurvata,  ix.22. 
akrnot,  xi.l7. 
aktCj  iv.ll. 
akraflstQy  xvi.22. 
akshan^  xiii.l3. 
akshara,  xx.2,  xxiii.7:-ci.3, 

X.  1,4-12,  xix.l,  xxii.l4- 

5,   xxiii.8-9:    and    sarh- 

dhyakaharck^        samdnd- 

kshara. 
akiharasamhitd^  xxiv.2,4. 
akhandapada^  c iv.ll,  xv.4. 
akhiiapada^  cvi.l2,  xvi.l9, 

20. 
aganm€L^  ix.22. 
afamat,  n.7. 


a  g  nay  ah,     xii.8;     agnor'anumdtrd^      xix.3:-cxix.4, 

yah  paprayah^  xii.7.    ;     xxL15. 
a^ij  iii. 9 :  -  c  ii.  2,  ix.  20  {-kdn-  anumdtrika^  e  xiz.4,  xxiL  1 3 


da), 
agni,  xil5^ 

agnih,  vL5,  xi.l3,  xiii.l5. 
agnim  gdyatram,  iv.52. 
agnir  rmlrdhd^  xi.3. 
ague,  xi.lO. 
agner  jihvdin,  xii.7. 
agriydya^  xi.14. 
ayrcj  ix.22,  xi.14,16. 
agha,  xi.l3. 
aghd,  iii.2. 
aghosha,  i.l2,  illO,  ix.1,2, 

xiv.9,10,18:-ci.l4  etc. 
a^ghoshatva^  ci.l3. 
aghoshavant^  oix.1,3  (-tva). 
aghniya,  xi.l7. 
anga,  xxi.l,  xxiv.5  :-{:xxi.2 

etc.:  and pratya-. 
ahgaaariihitd,  xxiv.2  :- 

cxxiv.4. 
angdndm,  vii.lO. 
ahgirah^  xi.l7. 
aiigirasvaty  xiL7. 
angikar^  cxvi.2. 
ahgushthdgra,  cxxiii.l7. 
ange,  xi.I7. 
oc,  cxiv.4. 
acyuiah,  xi.l7. 
achd,  iii. 8. 
achidre,  iv.ll. 
ajdai^  xvi.  18. 
ajigah  viii.8. 
ajitdn,  xi.l7. 
ajydnimy  xi.l7. 
r.  ai}j\  +  ai)hivij  cv.7:   and 

vyaiijana^  ativyakta,  avy- 

akta. 

anavaf  ca,  xiii.l2. 
anishthdh.  xiii.l2. 
anii,  xvil  3  :-c  xix.3,4-6  {-kd" 

rya).  xxi.l 5,  xxiv.6. 
anfutd,  xxiLS. 


(adhy-). 

aiah,  xxii.l4. 

atahaayat^  xvlIS. 

ati,  xiv.8. 

ati  divahy  viiL24. 

atidrutah,  xLl7. 

aiiprasaitga^  ciL9. 

utiprdpUj  c  iiLlv. 

ati  yantiy  xi.17. 

atireka^  cintr.,  zxiil20. 

aiivyakta,  xvii.8. 

ativyasta^  iL  1 2  :-c  il  1 3. 

ativydpH,  ciii.l. 

atifaya,  cii. 16,27,  xvil6. 

atispashta,  c  xvii.8. 

aMsvdrya,  xxiii.  1 2  :-c  zxiiL 
13. 

-a<f,  iv.54. 

aitd,  iii.  12. 

atya^hahy  xvi.29. 

atyanta,  cxxiii.6  7. 

atyupasamhfta,  iL12. 

atra,  xvii.5:-ci.l,16  etc. 

atra  stha,  xii.7. 

atrd.  ni.8. 

atha^  i.1.2,  ill,  iill.  iv.1,8, 
v.1,11,  vi.1.6,  vii.l,  viill, 
5,  ix.lO,  x.1,3,  xl2,  xiil, 
xiii.1,5,  xiY.14,26,  xvil, 
XX.3,  xxii.6,  xxiii.  1.  xxiv. 
1. 

atha,  iii.  10,  ix.24. 

atho,  xiL7. 

adahy  xii.7. 

adabdhdsaK  xi.l6. 

aditih,  ix.i22;  aditih 
{•armaj  xii.7. 

adugdhdhj  xiL7. 

aduhat  ix.22. 

adbhih,  xi.8. 

^adya^  xi.lO;  adya  pa- 
thi,  xi.l3. 
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adyd^    iii.5,8    (instead    of\(mykafrsha'na,  cxiv.28. 


aghd). 
adyd  'nu,  xil7. 
adrutii,  xxiii.20. 
adhardnt  sapatudnj  ix. 

22. 
adkaroshtha,  cii.39,43. 
adhasidtyC  n.2S. 
adhdj  iii.9. 
adhdyi,  xii.7. 
odAt,  i.l5. 
adhika,  XYU.5  i-c'uA  1,25.28, 

xvi.l9,  xvii.I:  and  ddhi- 

kya. 
adhikaranay  c  l59. 
adhikdra^  ci.l  2,  ii.l,   iiLl, 

iv.1,8,  etc. 
adhikdrakay  xxiLG  :w;  xx.3. 
adhigama,  ci.l, 
adhishavane,  iv.  11. 
adhiy  iii.7. 

adhyayana^  ci.l,  xiv.4,6,28. 
adhyardha,  ii.28:-cii.26,28, 

xi.l9,  xxi.l. 
adhydy<k,  ci.6],  x.l5,  xii.l, 

xiii.3, 15,     xiv.4,      xix 

xxiv.2,   and 

chapters. 


.5. 


anuccdranfi,  civ. 2 3 

anuttatna,  xiv.24.  xxi.l2. 

onuddtta,  i. 39.45,46,  iii.l5, 
iv.43.  vi.4,  viii.9,  x.l2,l6, 
xii.9.10,  xiv.29,  xvi,8, 
xviii '2,  XX.2.  xxi.lO:-cx. 
10,  xiLS,  xxii.10,  xxiii. 
I6!l7. 

anuddttatara,  ci.44. 

anundsika,  ii.30,  v.26-8,  31, 
x.ll,  XV.  1,6,  xxii.l4:- 
ci.l,  ii.19,30,  v.29-31, 
x1v.23,  XV.  7-9,  xvii.I 
(-td):  and  sdnun-,  dnu- 
ndsikya. 

anupada,  cxxiv.6. 

anupapatti^  civ. 23,  xiv.4. 

anupapanryt,  ci  21,59,  iv. 
23  (4d).  v.26,35,  viiil8, 
XVI. 2. 

anupalabdhi,  xxiii.7. 

anupraddnaj  ii.8,  xxiii.2:- 
cii.9,10. 

anwodha,cl2j  xiv.5,28,  xx. 
12. 

cix.9,     X.14, 


endings  of  anuvartana. 
xiii.l6. 


antar  asydm,  xii7. 
antard,  iv.20. 
antardtman^  ciL41. 
antarhiia,  xiv.30. 
antasthd,  i.8,  v.28,  xxi.7;- 

ci.l,  xiv.28. 
antoddtta,  xvi.5  :-c  viii.l 0. 
arUyaj  i.58:-cviiL4,  x.13,18. 
andha/t,  xi.10. 
anndya,  xii.7. 
anneshu,  xi.l7. 
anyOy  ii.l  1,33,  xxiil4:-ci. 

19,  ii.2,19,  ix.l,  xiv.5,  xv. 

9. 

anyahj  vii.l6. 
anydtarcUcth,  xix.l. 
cmyai  rdsihaj  c  xiv.5. 
anyaivOj  xxii.2. 
anyathdy  c  i.42  etc. 
anydni,  vii.l6. 
anydbhihy  vii.l6. 
anyoydnvaya,  ci.49,  ii.7. 
anvaya,  ci.l,  xiv.l5,  xvi23: 

and   anyonydnV'y    pur  as- 

pardnv: 
anvariha,  ci.3. 
anvavdsarga.  xxii.10. 
anvdkarshaka,  ci.34,  x.l7. 


adA|/etor,  cii.34,xvii.8,  xxiv.  armva/MZ.  ci.6l,  iii.9,  iv.25, ;ant;rica|/a,  cxiii.l4,  xx.lO. 

'     26,48,52,  ix.20,  xi.3,  xvii  anvade^a,  i.58:-civ.3,16,  vi. 


5. 
adhvara,  xi.l8. 
adhvararii       vi^vaiak, 

vui.32. 
adhvaryo,  xii.8. 
anadvdn,  v.21. 
anadatdy  iii.l2. 
ancuihikriatva,  cvii.l5. 
anantak,  viii.8. 
cmantara,  i.4I,44,  xxiii.  16 :- 

ci.l,  ii.l,  iii.l  etc.,  iv.53, 

X.12,  XVL13. 
anarUoddiiOf  xvi.5. 
anapekaha^  c  xiv.  1 8. 
anamivah,  xi.l7. 
(mariha^  c  ix.23. 
anarthaJcaj   civ. 23,    viii.l3, 

ix.8,23i;,  xiv.l5,  xxi.5. 
anavagrahaj  ciii.8,10,12-4. 
anavasihdj  c  xiv. 22. 
andde^a,  iL20:-cii.2I. 
anddyttddUa,  viii.IO. 
-andrk,  vi.l4. 
andmikdy  c xxiii.  17. 
andr8?My  cix.22. 
aningySrUa,  viii.]  3  :-c  viii.8. 
anitya^  cvi.l4. 
anishta,  c  14,21,  ii.20,  iv.23, 

v.3.31,  ix.6,  X.11,  xiii.3. 

xiv.22,  xvi.29. 
anishtrtahy  zl4. 
ani'y  vii.l2. 
anUy  xi.5,7. 

VOL.    IX. 


61;,  xviii.3t;. 
anuvrttiy  civ.40,  viii. 23,  xvi. 

13. 

anusdra^  ci.21, 57,59,  iv.52. 
anuadritva^  cxiii.l6. 
animdrin^  cxiii.l6. 


3,  vii.3,6,  viii.l 2,  ix.22, 
xi.4,6,11,  xiL6,  xiv.4, 
xxii.5. 
anvdde^  aka^  xx  ii.  5 :  -c  i.  5  2 . 
ii.13,18,  V.30.  vi.3,  xi.4, 
xiv.6,8,20,  xv.4,  xvi.3. 


antisvdra.   i.  18,34,    ii.19,30,  apiih^  xi.6. 

XV.3,  xvii.1,3,  xxi.6,  xxii.jopara,  ci.21,  xi.l,  xv.7,9. 

15:-cll,60,  ii.25,33,  y'l'iL  apard,  xi.l2. 

15,      xvi.2-1 5,1 7-23,25-, Mjiart^aAa,  c xvi.29. 

31,  xvii. 6.  apuvdday  ci.l3,    iv.2,    vi.5, 

anti,  iii.7.  viii. 4,  xii.8,  xvi.ll. 

anukdraj  iv.52.  lapavddakay  c xiv.5, 6. 

anuakmavanty  iii.l 5.  ^ap<^u,  ci.l4. 

anrnak^  xi.l7.  \apasah^  viii.24. 

anrte^  iv.ll. 
aneka.  i.26. 


apdy  iii.l2. 

apdrh  napdi,  xi.8. 


anekdriha,  ci.l  (-<va),  vi.l3,'ajw,   i.26,43,51,52,    iv.4,51. 


•  •m  ***«r%  *****  * 

vii.5.   vm.l2,   xni.7,  xiv. 
30,   XV. 8,  xvi.3, 15.  xx.3, 


viii.28  {-tva) 
ankdra,  i.53. 
anta.  i.55  (-vaiX  ii.17,40,43,      xxii.5,14,  xxiv.4. 

48.    iv.3,    vii.16,   xiii.ir*,''/pt  dadhdmi,  xii.7. 

XV.5,  xxii  14,15,  xxiii  li):\apidhdnay  cxviil3. 

-ci.21  etc.:  a,nd tHgydnta.  apupam,  xii.7. 
antah,  viii.10.32.  apurva,  xx.2. 

antahpdUtva^  c iv.23,  viii.  1 8,  oprArfa,  i.54,  ix.l6:-cix.l7. 

xii.3.  ^apekshd.  cii35,  iv.2,  ix.22 

antatahj  cx\x.^.  \     {-kshcUvd),    xiv.  18,    xv.9. 

antamak.  xi.l3.  I     xxii.5,11:  and anap-,  nir- 

arUcaraj  v.40,  ix.l 6,  xxiii.  17 : !     ap-.  sap-. 

-cx.3   etc.:    nnd  anant-^  apy  etUj  {x.22. 
1     ekdrU-.  apragraha,  xv.6. 

56a 
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aprayogay  ci.l8. 
aprasakia,  cxiv.4. 
aprosiddha,  cxiii.14,16. 
apsu  yahy  xi.l7. 
abibhah,  viii.8. 
abruidm,  iv.62. 
abhdh,  viil8. 
ab?uSvd,  ci.14,33,42,  ii.20,25 

etc.,  iv.52  etc. 
abhiy  i.  15. 
abJii,  xi.13. 
dbhikhydy  cxxiii.7. 
abhighdta,  cii.2. 
abhidroharrif  xii.7. 
dbhidhdna,  cLU,  xxi.l6. 
abhinidhdna,     xiv.9  :-c  xiv. 

lOv. 
abhinihaia,  xx.4,10  :-c  xx.8. 
abhiprdya,  c  xiv. 5. 15. 
abhimata,  cxviii.4. 
abhi  vdtUy  xi.6. 
abhividhiy  civ.23,52. 
abhiy  iii.7. 

ahhedavivakshdy  c  i.l ,  1 8. 
dbhyarUara,  cii.4l. 
abhydvartin^  xiL7. 
-am,  i28. 
amaira^  xvii.8. 
amanahprayoga,  xxiii.6. 
amd,  xiL7. 
amitrdn^  ix.21. 
aminan/a,  x.l3. 
ami,  iv.l2. 
amuichya^  cxiii.l4. 
amuficatd,  11112. 
amr/dn,  ix.21. 
am&aA:dn,  vi.l4. 
ambdliy  xi.l7. 
ay,  ix.  1 1. 
ayajuk,  vii.8. 
ay  a  71-,  vii.6. 
ayam,  iv.23. 
ayam  tt,  yi.2. 


aydn,  IX.21. 

ayuA^  cxiii.9,  xiv.5. 

r.  ar:  samarpita^  cxvi.24. 

aVf  V.9,  X.8. 

aratinij  xi.l7. 

araihdh,  xii.7. 

ardn,  ix.21. 

arishtdh.  xii.7. 

arcantij  xii.7. 

arcdfi,  ix.23. 

arci'A,  xL17. 

artha,     cyiii.14,20,     xxi.1  lavishyarij  xi.l7. 

and   anci-j  ^Jcd-,  drthika^l'avt,  iv.54. 

adrthaka.  avyaktaj  xvii.8. 

artha^dsiray  c  xiii.  1 4.  avyanjana,  c  ii.23. 

ori^dntora,  ci.7,  iv.47,  niv.  avyaihamdnd,  xii.7. 

4.  jafa^^ati,  xvi6. 

ardha,  i.37,41,  1126,  xLlSilofO^a,  cxxi5,7  (-<va). 

and  adhya-.  Ofobda^  xxiiLft. 


ardhairUya.    xvdLl     (-7nd- 

tray 
ardhamutra,  xxii.l;i:-ci.34 

(-tva),  ii.25,  xi.l9,  xxi.l. 

15. 
arpite,  iv.ll. 
aryamany  xii.7. 
arvaniam,  xi.l7. 
alaniy  ix.22. 
o/am,  cl.59,  iv.23,  v.l,  vi.3, 

X.25,    xi3,    xvil9,20,26, 

27,  xviii.3. 
alopa,  xl2:-cx1.4,9,  xii.8. 
alpaj   XX.  12    (-tora):-cxvi. 

19,  xxiii  6  (-W). 
av,  ix.l2. 
ava,  1.15. 
avoAMfO,  cxiv.4. 
avagrahaj  i.49,  1117,  iv.2,  v. 

10  18,  vi.2,9,  vlli.23,  xiii. 

13.  xvi.1 1,30  :-c  1112-5,7, 

vl.9,  xiii.l3  (stha):   and 

afiav-. 
ava^d,  lii.lO. 
avadydtj  xi4. 
avadhdraka^  xxli.6. 
avadhdranay  c  xiv.3,22,  xxii. 

6. 
av€uihi,  civ. 23    (-tva%    23, 

vm.5. 
avaniv  asmdny  xl.4. 
avayava,  cii.20,  iv.52,  x.l2, 

xxil5. 
avayavin,  c  iv.52. 
avarna,    ii.l2,    vi.7,    vli.5, 

viil.l6,  lx.9,  x.3,l9. 
avasaraj  ci.l. 
avasoTUij  xlv.l5:-cv.l,  xiv. 

15. 
avasita,  xxi.3. 
avaathd,   ci.22,  1125,  x.l4, 

xiv.  18, 29. 
avaathdna^  cix.l7. 
flVOy  111.8. 
avdniarOy  cxxiv.4. 
avdntaram,  iv.52. 
avikxtOy  v.39:-clx.l6,   xiv. 

28. 
amcaliia,  cv.2. 
avimdUj  ix.21. 
avilambitOy  xxill.20. 
avifishtOj  cxxLl. 
avifesha,  c  1.18,19,  11.47,  Iv. 

3,  x.9.12. 


afifrety  xll7. 

afinan,  vlI4. 

afmanahy  viii.24. 

a^mdy  xii.7. 

afydma,  xii.7. 

aflonayd.  xiii.l2. 

afvasanih,  xi.l7. 

afvasydy  111.8. 

afvdy  xii.7. 

afvindf  xl.l2. 

Of ve&AyaA,  xi  14. 

ashddhah,  xl.l6. 

r.  <is:  sydt,  xlx.l. 

r.  as :  see  vyasta,  pranyasta. 

as  ah,  V.16. 

osamAtto,  xxl5. 

aaaty  xll3. 

a^addmo,  vi.3. 

a^aTTi,  y.9. 

asambkavay     c  11.25,    xi.l8, 

XX.2,  xxi.5. 
aadmhiUiy  lv.6:-civ.7,  xiv. 

5. 
asddhu.  ci.l 9,  xvi.l2. 
asdra^  cl.21. 
a«dt;  d-,  xvi.31. 
aaiy  X.13,  xil.2. 
asiiicany  vi.3. 
a«A;a6^dya(,  xi.l7. 
astd,  xll.7. 
a^ttt,  xL17. 
a«^Aa6A»A,  xi.l7. 
aathuri^  viL2. 
osparpana,  c  iv.23,  xiv. 4. 
aspaaJUa,  cxvil8. 
a>smaty  ci  19  (-ukia),  xiii.  14 

(do.),  xiv. 5  asmdbhih), 
asmatpdfdn.  xli.7. 
asmdkam.  xii.7. 
asmdrtj  lx.21.  xL8. 
a«mtn,  v.21,  xi.13. 
asmin  yajne,  xli.7. 
a«mf,  iv.9. 
aame  dhaitOj  xil.7. 
aaya^  xi.l2. 
a«ya  yajnaayOj  xi.l7. 
r.  oA;  dAo,  civ.3  etc. 
aAaA.  iv.42,  viu.l3. 
ahani,  xi.4. 
ahani,  iv.l2. 
akarahah,  viil8. 
aAdA,  viii.13. 
ahordire,  iv.ll. 
aAni'ydA,  xi.l7. 
ahncy  iv.39,  vii.ll. 

d.  1.15,  iv.22,2.%52. 

dkarshaka,  ci.43v,  vii.l4. 
16,  viii.18,  ix.2l,22,  xiv, 
4,7,17,22,  xvl.12,18,  xx. 
3,  xxi.6,9. 

dkd^kahd,  ciLl. 
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dhkra,  iv.40,  ix.20,  xvLU 

16  (and-). 
dA;Ayd,i.l6,27:-cL16,L7,19- 

23,27,28. 
dgama^  l23,  xxiv.5:-€i.24, 

53,60,  T.4-8,32,33,40,41, 

ix.l6,  xiv.5-11,23,  xv.3- 

5,  XV12-31,  xxil2. 
Agnivefyck^  see  p  430. 
Agnivefydycma.  see  p.  430. 
d«,  ci.1,15,  iv.23. 
d  ea,  ix.22. 
dcdrya,  xxiv.6:-ci.47,  lx.4, 

x.2l,22,  xiv.4,  XV.8,  xviii. 

1,3,  xxiii.l8;  and  see  p. 

430. 
dtndrah,  xiii.l2. 
didfisii^  xvi.13. 
dtiy  xiv.8. 

'dimdka^  cxiv.28,  xxii.l. 
Atreya,  cintr.,  v.l ;  and  see 

p.  430. 
ddi,  i.41,46,52,53,55,   il26, 

47.    iii.l,    xvi.29,    xxi.4, 

xxiii.15;    (=etc.),    v.40, 

xxiii.ll,  xxiv.4. 
dditcth,    i.2,5:-cL47,    xxiiL 

10.' 
ddefOj  cl52,  iii.8,  ix.7,  x.l9, 

xiill6:  and  andd-. 
dalefokfi,  ci.33. 
ddya^  i.7. 
ddyuddtta^     vi.  1 4  :-c  viii.  8  : 

and  and: 
ddkikya,  cxxiv.3. 
dn-^  iiLlS. 
'dn  mahtj  iv.34. 
drianiarya,  ci.l,  ii.l. 
dntikuly<i,  ci.46. 
dnundsikya^   ii52.   xyii.1  :- 

cxvli.3,4:  And  sdn-. 
dnupada^  cxxiv.6. 


dyatij  V.21. 

dydmeij  xxii.9. 

dyuhy  vi.5,13. 

dyo,  xii.8. 

or,  X.9. 

drambha,  ci.60,  ii.20,23.  v. 
10,41,  vi.3,  viii.8,16,24, 
ix.13,21,  X.22,  xii.1,6, 
xiii.lO,  xiv  22,24,  xvL4,6, 
18,  xx.lO,  xxi.l. 

dra/mhhana,  cv.l,  xiv. 3. 

drithd,  iiLlO. 

dropaniya^  cxiv.9,9  {-iva). 

drthika,  ci.59. 

drdhnuvan,  v.21. 

dr8?M^  ix.2I,  x.l3:-cix.23, 
xxiv.2. 

rft>,  lx.l5. 

dvah^  Yiii.9. 

dvih.  viii. 24. 

dvinnah,  xi.15. 

dvri.  viii.ll. 

dvrttiy  ci.dlv. 

dfih,  v.lO. 

dfraya^  c  xxiv.2. 

dfrayana^  cix.1. 

dfrayaiva,  ci.l,  viii.  18. 

r.  ds :  +  adhiy  c  xiv.4. 

dsate  ye,  xi.l6. 

daanna,  i.25. 

datdm,  iv.52. 

dhutiy  iii.7,  iv.l5. 

Ahvdraka,  xxiii.l4. 


r. 


d  agne,  v.l7. 
idam  etc.  i.46,  ii.51. 

d  u  v.l 7. 
iddntm,  c\  43,  ix.l  1. 

ndra,  vii.2. 

ndrak,  vii.8,  xi.9. 

ndrdy  iii.3. 
indriya,  cxxi.l6  (-vishaya). 

ndriyd,  iii.5. 

ndro  me,  ix.22. 

mdm  nak,  v.l7. 

me,  iv.24. 

yam  eva  ad  yd,  xi.3. 

rdvati,  iv.22. 
•va,  xvii.8. 

ivarna,  ii.22.  x.4,15,  xx.l. 
r.    w^    ich,    cv.l,    viii.  16: 
+  a6^t,  cix.9:  and  ia?Ua, 
iahti. 

m 

ishta,  cL46,    v.37,41,   viii. 

22,x.21,xiv.3,9,13,26,33, 

xv.2,7,9,  xvl]6,24,  xvii. 

7,   xviii.5,7,    xix.3:    and 

ami: 
iahtak-,  iv.44. 
iahtd,  iii.6. 
ia?Ui,  iv.62. 
ihd,  ix.22. 

ikdra.  iv.8.  ix.20,  xvi.l4. 
r.  ikah :  +  w,   c  intr. ;  -f-  opo, 
cy.24  (awtpekahya):  and 

idenydn,  ix.22. 
im.  v.l 2. 


i.'  +  odAi.  xxiv.6:-c  xviii. 

7,  xxiy.Qv ;+praH,  ci,30,iyuh,  vl5. 

42,  ii.41,  iv.ll.  v. 7,  xviii.  T.  ir:  +  aam,  cii.2. 

1,  xix.3,  xx.lO.  xxiii.l6:|a raj/a^^d,  iii.lO. 

and adhyayana, adhyeiar,\iahat,  ii.l5. 

vyaveta,  etc. 
ikdra,  ii.28.  m,  xxii.l4. 

r.  i/ig:  +  ut,  xvii.8.  «,  vi.2. 


dnupurvya,  11,10,  ii.44,  xxi.  ingya,  i.48:-cL49,  iiL8,  iv. 

12,  xxii.l3:-ci.l,  xvii.4.   '     10. 
dnumdnika,  c  ix. 9.  ihgydnta,  i v.  1 0,  viii.  1 3  (an-) : 

T.  dp,  cviii.ll-15,  ix.17,  x.'     -c viii.  1 3,13  (-ivo). 

2,4-8.10,11,  xiiL7,8,  xiv.  id  ah,  viii.24. 

3,21;-f-|?ra,      ii.32  34,35,  irfdvdw,  ix.21. 

ix.J3,  X.13,  xl4,  x\\\,\%,' itaraira,  c  viii.  14. 

xvi.29:     and     prdpana,itarathd.  c\. 12. 

prdpta,  prdpti,  ativydpH.  iti,  i.  15,29,30,46,47.  ii.3,  iii. 


dp  ah,  iv.25,  xi.5,8. 
dpotti,  ci.37,61,  v.24,31,35, 

viii.  13,  xiii.3,  xiv.  12. 
ii^ddakck,  c  v.35. 
a  puahd,  x.13. 
-d  prahati,  iv.l5. 
dpo  hi,  vl2. 
d^^dtfa^  eii25 
dbhih,  vi.6. 
dy,  ix.I4. 
dyajiahthah^  ix.22. 


7,iv.3,10,v.l0,15,3],xiii 

4,14,    xiv.33,    xvi.12,30, 

xvii.1-4,7,8,  xviii.2,  xx.2,|u^and»  xiill2. 

8,    xxii.5-10,13,    xxiii.2, jr.  ttc;  ucito.  c  xvii. 7. 


«7 

ukdra,  ii.29,  viii.21,  ix.l 6, 

x.15,22.  XX.1. 
ukta,  i.61,  xxiii.  1 9  :-c  iy.23 

(•tva). 
ukti,  ci.61,  ii.23,  iii.7,  viii. 

13,  x.9,12. 
ukthd,  iii.2. 
ukahatd,  iii.lO. 
ukhya,    ix.20,    xi3:-ci.61, 

ix.23  (-tva). 
UJdiya,  see  p.  430. 


16,19,20.  xxiv.2,3,6. 
itipara,  iv.4.   viii.  12,  ix.20 


ucca,  i.38  (uccdih),  xxiii.20:- 
cii.l8.  xviiL4,  xx.2. 


(an-)  :-<:i.  15    (-tva),    lx.2  weed,  v. 8. 

(an-),  21  {'tva),  23  (do.),    uccdrana,  ciiLl,  iv.ll,  x.23, 


itivat,  ci.7  etc. 
\iUham,  cii.2. 
lity  evam,  v.l8. 


xvi.13,  xxi.5,  xxii.9:  and 
anu'. 
uccdihkara^  zxli.9. 
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W,  D.   Whitney, 


ttccdistara,  141. 

uchvdaa^  cv.l. 

utj  iii.l5,   V.14,  ix.ii,  xvi. 

21. 
vUama^  i.ll,  ii.30,  v.31,  viii. 

2,  xiv.ll,24.  xvii.l,  xxL 

1 2 :  and  anuM-. 
uttame^  iv.ll. 
UUamoUariya,  see  p.  430. 
fUiara,  116,20.27,30,    m.17, 

29,  iii.l,  xiv.5,  xvii.4:- 
ciL25.  ilLl  etc. 

iMarcifyra,  cxxiLll,l2. 

uUaradanta^  cii.43. 

uUarapada,  ciiil. 

utiare^  iv.ll. 

uttarosiuha^  cii.39. 

utpaUiy  ii.l,  xxm.l,3:-{:ix. 
22,  X.12. 

fUpala^  c  v.i8. 

udaka^  cii.1,  xxi.1. 

udaya,  ii.47. 

udayd%  ix.21. 

uddtta,  i.38,41,42  (sama), 
46  (-*ar/ia),  v.  13,  x.lO,l«, 
xii.5,9,10,  xiv.29.3l,  xvi. 

30,  xviii.2,6,  xix.l,  xx.l, 
3,7,  xxi.ll,  xxiv.6:- 
cxxii9,  xxiii.  16,17. 

uddttatara,  cl41. 
uddttavant,  x.lO. 
uddttofnUi,  xxLlO. 
uddharana,    c  118,2 1,22,42, 

44,  ii.25,60,  iii.2,7,  iv.54, 

v.3,26,41  etc. :  and  pra- 

tyud-. 
upa^  i.l5. 

ttpo,  xl3;  iv. 24,42. 
upade^,  ci.I,  ii.20,  xx.l. 
upadhmdniya,  i.l8,  xiv.5  :- 

c  ii.44. 
vpapaiti,  cintr.,  ii.23,47|  iv. 

52 :  and  anup-. 
vpabandhct^  i.59:-civ.23. 
upabdimarU^  xxiii.5.9. 
vpari,  c  ii.47,  iv.45. 
vparilanaj  ci.46,  x.6,  xxiii. 

6. 
uparibhdgct^  cii.37,41. 
up€uri8?Udi,  ci.40,  iL  18,44. 
uparisthdyin,  cxx'i.l. 
wpalakahakaivcL,  c  iv.23,  viiu 

34. 
%ip€Uak8hana   ci.23,28,  viii. 

34,  ix.24,  XVL25. 
upalabdhi,  xxiii.><,l3:-cii.l. 

xxi.I,      xxiii.  8, 9:       and 

anup-. 
upalambfuij  <;i.l,18. 
upofkaha^  cii31. 
upasamhdra,    ii.24.31:-rii. 

19,24.25,  xxiiL19. 


upasa tiih^tataray      ii.  1 4, 1 6,  fhdra^  iL  1 8,  xiii. 6. 

18:  and  atyupasariihrta. 
upasarga,    i  1 5,    vi.4,    x. 9,  (hira,  i.3 1 ,  ii.  1 8  :-c  i.33. 

xiv.8:-cvi.9.12.  | 

upasthe,  iv.21.  eka^  iv.51.x.l  ;  {ek€)iA'l,'i'i. 


updAfU,  xxiii. 5, 6. 
updfifu,  xvi.29. 
updhga,  cxxiv.6. 
upddiina^  ci.25,  ii.l,  iv.40. 


viilt),  xvi.29,  xxiii.3 :  and  ekatii^  cii.7. 


19,27,47.  v.30,39.  viiL19, 
ix.5,  xi.l9,  xiii.3,  xiv.3, 
2n,33,  xv.2,6,  xviill.  xix. 
.H,  xxi.I 3. 


hahup'. 
upoUama^  xi.3. 
upyavidnam,  viL3. 
ubha^  iv.47,  x.l. 
ubfiayatah,  ex.  10, 11. 
ubfiayatra,  c  ix.21. 
vbhayathn,  cii.  12,23. 
ubhdbhydm,  iv.52. 
ubhe,  iv.ll. 
uras,  ii.2,3,  xxiiLlO. 
ttrtt,  vii.2. 
unUdj  xxiLlO. 
ttf-vi,  iv.20. 
ulbanam,  xiii.l2. 
uvarruij  ii  24,  x.5. 
u^masi,  iii.l3. 
uhyamdnah^  vii.6. 

u,  ui.14,  VI. 2. 

ukdra,  iv.5,52  (an-),  ix.20, 

xvi.14. 
ddhvam,  ix.22. 
nnyoh.  xiii.  10. 
uhhdva,  x.l 7,  xx.5. 
urdhv<k,  ex.  12. 
urdhvdn^  vi.l4. 
{Lrdhve^  iv.ll. 
{uhmatvay  ci.l3. 
ushiMin,  i.9, 12,  ii.44,  ix.1,2, 

5,    xiii.2,    xiv.9,12,16,18, 

xv.1,4,  xvii.4,  xxi.9,15:- 

ci.l  etc.:  and  anushma- 

vant 
uhaniya^  c  i.59. 

end,  V.17. 
rfeSra,  i.3 1,  iL18,  v.9,  vi.8,  «ne,  iv.ll. 

X.8,     xiii.6:-ci.3.3,     xxi.'gj^,  i.l9. 


XXI. 


ekadef:a,  cii.23.  iv.52 

15:  SLud  paddik-. 
ekapada^  xv.4:-c iv.ll,  v.9, 

xiiLO,  XX. 7,  xxiLlS,  xxiv. 

4. 
ekaprdnabhtva^  v.l. 
ekabandha,  c xvi.29. 
ekamj  v.  18. 
ekutrndtra,  xxii.l3. 
ekayd,  v.l9. 
ekavacana,  ci.23,  ii.35,  iv.2, 

xiv.22. 
ekava/rnu^  i.54. 
ekavihfijUi.  xxii.l2. 
ekaprtUi,  ex  v.  9. 
ekasvara,  ex  v.  7, 9. 
ekdda^dsah^  xi.l6. 
ekiidsfu,  ci.4,  x.l 0,1 2. 
ekdntarOf  ii.25. 
ekt'^a,  ii.  I5,2H,  iv.8,4U,  ix. 

II,  x.4,6,  xi.l. 
ekikarana,  cxiv.l5. 
ekibJidva^  •hhuta^  ei.l,  x.lO. 
ekdika,  ei.ll,  xxiii.ll. 
ent,  xiii.  12. 
eta   (pron.).   iv.20, 25,48,    v. 

24,    viii. 6,  x.23,  xxii.l4, 

15,  xxiv.5:-cxiv.4. 
eiana,  x  14. 
eUivantj  ei.l,  15,  ii.47,  iv.23. 

etc. 
etc,  iv.44. 
enam^  vii.8. 
enam  abhi,  iv.42. 


15. 
rksdmd,  iii.5. 
rkadme^  iv.l  1. 
rgvirdma^  xxii.l2. 
re,  civ.20,21,  xi.3. 
rjishi,  xvi.l8. 
rnn  xiii.  14. 

•    •     • 

rtd,  iii.2. 

ftu.  vi  7.  ix.22. 

rtitn,  vi.l4. 

fdhydmd,  iii.10. 

rvama.  c  xiv.28. 

fshabhah^  xil6. 

rshi\  e xi.l 9,  xviii7. 

tshindm  putrah,  xi.I6.    dikshavi.  iv.12. 


j«man,  x.14. 

€va^  ix.5,  xiv.3,  xix.4,  xx.2, 
xxii.6,  xxiv.5. 

eva^  iii.6,  iv.44;  eva  rase- 
»o,  iv.24;  evd  'smin, 
V.21;  evo  Htare.  iv.l  I. 

evah,  x.14. 

evakdra,  e  xix.4. 

evam,  xvii.8.  xxiv.4. 

eshah,  v.l5,  xi.l6.  xiv.8. 

eshtah^  viii.8,18,  x.14. 

dikdra,  ii26,  ix.14,  x.6,  xvi 
24. 
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dirayan,  v.21. 

ohdra,  ii.l3,  iv.6,  ix.7,12,  x. 

5,7,22,  xi.l.  xviii.l. 
omMra,  ciA. 
otva,    ci.51,   viil8,16,19,2l, 

ix.7,8,  xi.5,  xvi.29. 
odmaUy  x.l4. 
one,  vii.lO. 
oskadhi,  iii.7. 
oskadhth,  v.l7. 
08?Uha,  il.l2  (-/tanu),  14,21, 

24  39:-cii.26,        xxiii.2: 

and  adhuro-j  uttaro-. 
oshtha,  X.14. 
oshthniiia^  ii.43. 
oshthya,  cii.25. 

dukdra,  ii.26,  ix.l5,  x.7. 

ka  (A),  viii.23,  ix.4. 
to  (pron.),  xviiL2  (cit);  ke- 
cit,  ci.57,  viillS,  xi.l, 3,9, 


karenu,  cxxi.I5.  \krnudhvafl  sadane,  iv. 

karo;  viii.30.  11. 

karncty  civ.52,  xxiu.17  {-mHi-  kfnvan,  vi.14. 

Itya). 
karnakd,  iii.5. 
kartrtvaj  cii.2. 
karmaivaj  cii.2. 
karmadh4raya^  ex. 6. 
kurman,  cxxi.l4,  xxii.3. 
karvini,  cxxll5. 
r.  karsh :  +  anUj  cii.51,  viii. 

34,xxiii.l8;-f-d,  ci.22,43, 

ii.l7,  vii.6,7,  viii.4,15,  ix. 

4,20, etc.;  +8anini,  cii.16, 


^krdhi,  viii  26. 
krdhi  suvah,  yu.2. 
\krdhi^  iii.l3. 
kr^amadhyaj  cxxiv.6. 
krshta^  xxiii.12,14. 
kfshnah^  iv.38. 
krshiuinghrij  cxxiv.6. 
kena,  vii.8. 
kevala,    ci.18,43,59,     iL47, 

xiv.33,  xxi.1,2,  xxiv.4. 
kdivcUya^  cxx.l2v. 
komcUOj  CXX.12. 


xii.3,   xiii.l3,   \'\yA,5,11,  kdkfikshij  c{x.2\  (-vat). 


24.27,    iv.23,    xl3:    and 

krsfUa,  anukarshancL,  anAkduneyak^  xiil.l2 

vdkarahdka^     dkanrshaka^  Kdundinya,  see  p.  430. 

samnikaraha.  Kduhaleya,  see  p.  430. 

r.  kalp.  xiv.28;+vi,  ci.21.    Ikra-,  viil26. 
kalpayantif  iv.l5. 
kalydni,  xiii.l2. 
kavargaj  ii.35  :-c  iL44. 
Ka^apa.  cxxiv.6  {-gotra). 


16,  xv.9,  xvi.2,1 2,  xxiii.  1 7. 
kahj  viii.9. 
kakdra^  v.32.  viii.31. 
kakuty  viii. 4. 
kakshivdn,  ix.21. 
kathinatd,  cxxii.9. 
kantha,  ii.2,3,4,46,  xxiii.lO: 

-cii.47,    xxiLlO,    xxiii.2, 

17t;  (-Tnuliya). 
kanthokta^    ci.59,69    {-iva), 

iii.8,  iv.41. 
kanthokti^   ci.14,59,    vi.3,5, 

viii.  16. 
kanva^  xiii.9. 
r.  kaih^  ci.  11,53,  ii.33,47,  v. 

28,    xl3,    xv.9,     xviii.3, 

xxiii.  1 7. 
kathancL,  c iv.23,  v.26,  xx.7, 

xxiii. 17. 
kanisfUhikd,  c xxiii  17. 
kaninike^  iv.ll. 
kaniyd-y  xvi.l3. 
kapdldn,  vi.14. 
kam  tt,  vi.2. 
r.  kamp:+pra^  cxix.3. 
kampa^  cxix.3,5. 
r.  Aor,   ii.4:-ci.61,    v.3,35, 

etc.;    kdrya^  cii.l4  etc.; 

Aora^tyo,     c  xiii.  1 2 ;  +  a- 

dhiy  cLl,  viii. 5,  xii.9,  xiv. 


kdna,  xiii.9. 

kdnda,  ci.61,  iii.9,  ix.20. 

Kdndamdyana^  see  p.  430. 

kdmacdra,  cii.7. 

kdra,  i.l6.  xxiL4. 

kdrana^  cii.l,  xvi.26,  xxiii. 

3, 1*9. 
kdrya,  c  155,60  (svci-),  il.l3, 

iv.3,7,11,   v.l,   viii.13,15. 

ix.7,24  (*va-),  xiv.5,  xvi. 

2,  xix.5  (anur),  xxiv.2. 
kdryabMJ,     c  i.25,55,58,61 . 

iii.l,    iv.23   (-iva),    xix.4 

(anu-). 
kdrshniy  iv.l2. 
kdla.  i.33  {samdna-),  37,  xvii. 

5  :-ci.  1,35,36,  vi.4,  x.l2.  A^,  xxii.9,10. 

xi.l9,  xxi.l,  xxii.l3,  xxiii.  khanana^  cii.l. 


kraAsyate,  xvi.22. 

krato,  xii.8. 

r.  Aram ;  +  «<»,  c  iv.23,  xvii. 

8,  xxiv.4; +pro,  ex.  16. 
krcvma^     xxi.l6,      xxiii.20, 

xxiv.5,6:-cii.9,    xxiii.  16, 

xxiv.2. 
krayXy  iii.l3. 
kriydy  c  xxiv.4. 
r.  krufy  c  vi.9. 
kmahta^  e  xxiii.  12-4v. 
kruram^  iv.25. 
kvacit,  e  xiv. 2 8,  xxi.6,  etc. 
ksha  (k8h)j  lx.3. 
kshdmdy  iii.lO. 
r.  kship :  +  adhi,  e  xv.9 ;  +  m, 

cii.18; +pra,  exiv.ll. 
kshira,  c xvii. 8,  xxi.l. 
kshdipra,  xx.l,9:-cxx.8. 

kha  (kh),  viii.23. 


2,  xxiv.5,6:  a.nd  ptidak-. 
Kdlanirnaya^  cxviiLl. 
kiflfila,  kififild,  xvi.26. 
kimca,  ei.21,  ii.47,  iv.23,  v. 

22  etc. 
kiiiiiu,  ei.2l,53,61,  iLl8,23- 

5,  iv.23,  vii.l5,  viii.  13,  ix. 

7,  etc. 
ku  {^=kava/rga).  c  iL47. 
r.  kuc'  +  sanij  ci.l5. 
kunapam,  xiii.l2. 


khaiu,  ci.l8,  ii.23,  iv.32,37, 
etc. 

khi,  xiv.  8. 

r.  khyd:  +  d,  eix.20,  xx.8; 
+  vyd,  c  xiii.  1 6,  xi  v.6, 
xxii.3:  and  dkhyd^  vyd' 
kkydna,  samkhyd  etc. 

gakdra^  e  xiv.  23. 
r.  gcttu,  cxvii.6v. 
gana,  xiii.9. 
jr.  gad:  +  ni,  ei.60. 


kundala,  -Zin,  civ. 52. 

14,  xxii.6;  acUiikrta,  ciukuiah,  cl18,21,  iL23,  v.22.\r.  gam^  i.50,  xxiv.6 :-e i.33, 

1,   iv.l,  etc.:  and  adhi-\     etc.  i     xiv.3,4t;;4-at;a,      ei.33v, 

kdra  eXc.y  kdrya^  anadhi-^kiUray  c  W.23.  I     51,  xx.7;+ttpa,   cxvi.3; 

krtcUvaj   prakria,    vikrtaikutrd,  liiAO.  j      +8am,  cv.l:   and  adhi' 


etc.,  vdiktta. 


kurUy  v.6. 


karanii,  ii.27,32,34,45,  xxiii.  kurydt,  iv.52. 
2,6  (-t;a0:'-cii.2O  etc.,  kdtastJM,  c  v.2. 
xxiii.2,  xxiv.6.  lAf  ntttd,  iii.lO. 
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gania. 
gamantkdj  ei.l8,  viii.  16. 
gamayatahy  iv.52. 
Ir.  gar:-^8am^  ei.21,  xi.l. 
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garbhah,  xii.3. 
garbham,  iv.24,42. 
gaiit,  cxxii.9  (-vivara). 
gdna^  xiii.9. 
gdtra.  cxxiiS^lO. 
gdndm,  gdni,  vii.lO. 
GdruffapurdfMj  cxxiv.6. 
gdhamdnahy  xii.8. 
gir,  cintr. 
gutfa,  cviii  16. 
gunaj  c  i.36  (dvi-),  36  (tri-). 

XV.3. 
^una,  xiil9. 
guru,  xxii.l4:-cmtr. 
gurutt'O,  XXLV.5. 
grhndmy  agre,  xi.l6 
go,  xi.l6. 
goira,  c  xxiv.6. 
gomdn,  ix.21. 
gduna,  civ.23. 
Gautama^  see  p.  430. 
gdurava,  ci.33,  iv.23,  viii. 

13. 
gna^  xii.5. 
^ni.  iv.36. 
gydni,  vii.lO. 
grarUhaj  cxxiv.6i;. 
r. grak,  cintr..  i.22.25,50,51, 

69,   ii.l5,   v.25,40,  vL13 


ca,  122,32-4,53,55,60,  \lU,\chandobhdshd, 
17-9  23,42.51,  iv.7, 13,16,      c xxiv.6. 
18,25,26,46.47,50,54,  v.5, 


xxiv.5:- 


7,15,28,30,33,36,37,41,vi.ia  (/),  v.23. 
3.vil3,«,7.14,16,v1ii.4,15,5'a*«ro,  v.23, 


xii.5. 


viii.18,34,  ix.l3,  x  12,  xl\candra^  v.5. 


17,18,  ix.4,8,19-22,24,  x.^jakshivd,  xvi.l3. 

16,17,25,  xi.4,6,7,9,ll,12,[/agrdmrf,  iii  10. 

xii. 6,10,11,  xiii3,l4,  xiy.ljaghanyaj  cviii.l3 

2, 4, 6-8, 17, 19, 20.  22, 2SJaghnivd,  xvi.13. 

xv.l,4.7,xvi.4,9,10,12,18,[;'ay*ic,  xi.l6. 

23,28,    xvii.4,5,8,    xixXJatd,  ciii.l.  xi.9.16,17,  xx.2. 

XX.  10,    xxi.5,6,9,    xxii.5,  r.  jan:  jdyaie,  xxiil.2:  jan- 

14,15.  xxiii.2,  xxiv.2,5.         yate,  ch.S,  v.l. 
caJedra.  v.22 :-{=ca)  cv.2S,janayathd,  iii.lO. 

30,:{3,  etc.  janayd,  iii.  12. 

cakrmd,  \u.\0.  jani8hvd,m.S. 

cakre,  iv.28.  janman,  cii.l. 

r.  cak8h:  +  d,  xxiii.l6:-cii. ;anma7it,  iv.l2. 

44 ;  -f- vyd,  cxv.9t;,  xxll5 ;  janya,  c  140. 

+  8amdj  ci.l.  jambhya,  ii  17. 

cakshushi,  iv.l2.  jayaid.  iii.lO. 

ca»A;ttna,  xiii.  12.  jala,c'ii.l. 

catuh,  vi.l3.  ;Vito,  cxv.9  (varna-). 

catur,  i.8,  xxiii.l5,  xxiv.l.    jdiah,  viii.32. 
caturiha,  i.ll,  ii.9,  v.38,40,  yd<»  (-tyapekaTid),  ciL36,  iv. 

xiv.5,  xxiii.12,16.  2. 

ccUuryama,       xxiii.l6,19:-/<J2/a7ncinaA,  xii.8. 

cxxiii.  17,18.  jdla^  ci.46,  viii.22. 

caivshtaya,  c  xxiii.  1 9,  xx  iv.  2.  / igd^  x vi.  1 3. 


17,  xiv.6,22,  XV.8,  xvi.29. 

xviii.4 ;  +pari,     c  viiL  14, 

ix.9. 
graha,  ix.20.  i     hhi,  cii.25:  and   uccdra 

grahana,  i.22.24.50:-ci.l8,      na. 

22,26.50-3,59,61,      ii.23,  card,  iiL8. 

iii.l  etc., iv.9 etc.,  v.7  etc,  car dv ah,  iv.38. 

vi.5  etc.,  vii.2  etc.,  viii.4Jc or  man,  xiill3. 

etc..  ix.l  ett'.,  x.9etc.,  x'\.\carshan,  xiii.l3. 

3etc.,  xii.3  etc.,  xiii.4etc..lcflr«Aant,  iii.7. 

xiv.l7    etc.,    xvi.l    etc., -cavarga,  iL36:-cii.44. 


jigdsi,  xvi.l8. 


xxiii.7,  xxiv.2. 
grdma,  vii.2. 
grdmi,  iv.53. 
grdhaka,  ci.21. 


car:'\-ut,  cii.l2,13,28,35,[;*tg'«vrf,  xvll3 
44,50,  iv.23,  v.l,  XMiy.^,iighd,  xvi.13. 
xxi.l5,     xxii.9,10; +vya-[/*y/id«t,  xvi.l8. 

jihvd,  ii.20. 

jihvdgra,        u.18,37,38,41 
(-wa4iya):-cii.  19,20,  xxi. 
15. 
jihvdmadhya,   ill 7   (-tfntoX 

22,36.40  (-onto)  :-c  ii.20. 
jihvdmula^  ii.35. 
jihvdmultya,  i.l8,  xiv.  15:- 
cii.44. 


■cdturya,  c  xviii.3. 

■r.  ci:+nih,  ci.l,  xiv. 4,  xxi.  jihvikd,  cviii.l6. 


ghakdra,  viiL26. 
r.  ghat,  cxiii.l5,  xv.6. 
ghata,  cii.7,  xxii.3. 
gharfndsah,  xi.5. 
ghd^  iii.8. 
ghushyd,  iill2. 
ghfnivdn.  v.2]. 
ghashavant,  i.l4,  ii.S,  viii3, 
ix.8:-ci  14  {-wUtoa),  etc. 
ghnif  iv.28. 
ghrdnabila,  c  ii.52. 

^cha,  v.22,  xiv.8. 

xhaffsine,  xvil3. 

^chakdra,  v.  34. 

\(Mtm,  cy.22,35,37. 
ca  (c).  r.4,20j22j  xiiL15.       Ichandasvati,  iv.20. 


1 6 :  and  nifcdyaka. 
cikiivdn,  ix.21. 
\cit,  xviii.2. 

r.  cit:  cintya,  cii.l 9,  xii.3. 
ettt,  111.7. 
citrd,  iii.4. 
ct,  iv.33. 
r.  cud:  codya,  ci.14,53,  iv. 

11. 
cupunikd,  xiiLl2. 
cfid.  iii.  12. 


jigivdy  xvi.13. 

juahdnah,  xi  16. 

jushta,  xi.3. 

juhutA.  iii  12. 

:;>la,  xxiv.6. 

T.jhd,  xx.2:-ci.29,50,  x.l7, 
etc. ;  jhdpay,  c  iv.40,  xii. 
6,11,  xvi.9,10,xix.2; -f-Vi.* 
vijiieya,  xxiv.5  :-c  i.7,52, 
53,61,  iL18,  etc.] -\-sam. 
c  XX.  1 :  and  vijneyatva. 


cet,  XX. 3,  xxi.9 :-c ii.25,  etcjMpaka,  civ. 47. 


CO  Htame,  iv.ll. 


no,  V.32. 
ncikdra,  ix.l 8. 


jiidpana,  cviii.  18. 
jne,  iv.39. 
jyd.  X.13. 
jydyd,  xvi.13. 
jyotihy  vi.l3. 

Ikakdra,  v.24,37. 


Tdittiriya-Prdiiqdkhya  and  Tribhdshyarabia, 
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ta(t),  V.33,  vii.13,  xui.l5. 

tcUva^  cl21. 

tavarga^  ii.37,  xiii.ll,  xiv. 

20:-cii44,  xiv.28. 
tavargtya^  cxiii.14. 

tha(th),  vii.14. 

da  (//),  xiil  1 6. 
dakdra.  civ.38. 

na  n),  xxi.14. 
nak(rra,  vii.l,  xiii.6. 
natva,    ci.61,60,   v.3,   vii.2 

et**.,  xiii.7  etc. 
flic,  ciL17. 


to  (0,  vii.13. 

to  (pron.),  i.33,41.49,  ii.3,7, 

31-4,  v.27,38,  ix.2,  xu.9. 

xiv.9,  xix.3,4,  xx.4,  xxi.2, 

13,  xxii  2,  xxiii.13,16-9. 
takdra,  v.22,33,  vi.5.14,  vii 

15. 
tat,  ix.l7. 
tatahj  XV.  3,  xxii.  14. 
iatra^  v.3,  xxii.H,12. 
iatrdj  iii.8. 
taihdy  xxii.  14. 
taihatva,  ci.43,  ii.20. 
tcUhdbhdva,  ci.61. 
ttuidntm,  ci.21. 
taddhita^  c  xiii.9. 
tanuvdu,  iv.44. 
tanu  yat,  iv.52. 
tantu,  cii.7. 
tapatd,  ui.12. 
tap  as  ah,  xiL8. 
tapaai^  iv.l7. 
tarn  as  ah,  viii.24. 
r.  tor ;  +  ava,  c  ii.9. 
taratdj  iii.l2. 
tard,  iii.8. 
tarhdn,  vL14. 
tof-M',   ci.  16,21.  ii.26,  iii.8, 

etc. 
tavarga,    11 38,    xiv. 20, 21  :- 

c  ii.44. 
tavargiya,  xiii.15. 
tasthivd.  xvi.l3. 
tasmdt,  LX.17. 
taamin^  vi.l4. 
^jMtrvo,  c  1 15,24,36,36. 
tan,  vi.l4. 

<d&A^<lm  evo,  iv.62. 
tdmra,  cxxiv.6. 
tdra,  xxii.ll,  xxili.6,10. 
tdlu,  ii.  22,36.40. 
tdvant,  i.35:-c  11,41,56,  ii.3, 

25,  viii.l6. 
tiahthar^,  vi14. 
tiahihanty  ekayd,  yA9. 


tishthd,  iii.l2.  \dadhd8i,  xvi.l8. 

ttvratara,  x vii  1,4 :-c  xvi.24,  danta,  iL43  :-c  ii.l 8  (-pahkH). 

xvu.2,3  (-iva).  jctontowiuto,  il38,41,42. 

iu,  i.19.69,  ii.l4,25.29,33,45,!r.  dar:  +  d  cix.21,  xiii.l6. 

iv.40,  viii.l6.  ix.9.  x.l9,|darvt,  iv.l2. 

21,  xi.l,  xiv  5,11,  xv.3,8,|r.   darf,   ci.l,  ii2,5,   iv.ll, 


viii.16,  ix.22,  x.lO,  xiv.5, 

28. 
darfana,    ci.59,    ii.l,    iiil 

(ad-),    XL  19    (ad-),    xii.3 

{ad-),  xiv.5, 1 5,  xv.9v,  xvL 

26. 
r.  dd :  +  anupra,  c  ii.  8 ;  +  m- 


XV1U.1.  XX.2,  xxii.6,  xxiv. 

5. 
tu,  iv.42,  V.13. 
tulya,  c  i.33,  ii.l9  {-tva),  xiv. 

23. 
tu.  iii.l4. 
tunavcj  xiil  12. 
tushmm.     c  ii.20     (-&^t;a,     pa,  (;ii.7,8:  and  antipro- 

-&ftuto),  xxiil.6  {-b?idva).    i     (iona,  vpdddna. 
<r-,  xvi.27.  dddhdra,  iv.22. 

<rnnf,  iv.il.  Iddrttn^a.  xxii.9. 

trtiya,  i.ll,  viii.3,  xxiiLl2,|ddrc/^ya,  cxviil. 

16:-ci.61   (  /va),  xxiiLlOddpva,  xvi.l3. 


(•savana). 
tfdye,  iv.ll. 
<e,  iv.40,42,  xi.lO. 
te  asyOy  iv.20. 
<«  dcaranti,  iv.20. 
TdiUirtya,  xxiii.16,16  (-ika). 
tdirovyahjana,      xx.7, 1 2  :- 

cxiv.29,  XX.8. 
irapUf  V.4. 
<ri,  120,  xxiii.  11,14. 
tri,  vii.2,  xvi.26. 
trih,  i.36. 
!/r»pa<topra6Arto'.      i  61  i-c  i. 

59,61  (-(raj,  xi.9,18. 
TribhdshyatcUnaj  c  intr.  and 

endings  of  chapters. 
trimdtra,  xxii.  13. 
trirupaj  ci.36. 
tri,  vi.2. 
<rin,  vi.l4. 
trdividhya,  c  ii.3. 
<vaA,  xi.5. 
tvarii  tardj  iii.8. 
r.  tvar :  atvaritam,  c  xxiii. 

20. 
tvashtah,  viii.8. 
tvd,  iii.5. 
tvishi  iii.7. 
tvc,  iv.lO. 

tha  (th),  iv.7,  vii.14. 
-/Ac,  iv.40. 

da  (d),  iv.7. 

da4{'iiA;d,  dafishtrd- 
bhydm,  dafiaam,  dafi- 
aandbhyah,  da^ao- 
bhih,  xvi.l9. 

dakdra,  v.  8. 

dakahinendy  iii.lO. 

datte,  xi.5. 

dadd«t,  xvLlS. 

dadhdnah,  xii.6. 


divaA,  viii.24,28. 

divt,  vi.2. 

r.  dtp*  +  d,  c  xx.4t; ;  +  onvd, 
ci.26.32,51,55,60,  ii.l9, 
etc. ;+«/,  civ.2,52,  x.ll: 
-f-upa,  xxiii.  18  :-ci.  1,60, 
xvii.l,  xxiii.6,17 ;  -fm'A, 
ci29,  ii.7,23,  x.23,  xiii. 
9v,  xxiii.  17.  xxiv.  5 ;  +pra- 
tinih,  cii.7:  and  anvdde- 
fa,  -foka,  ddefa,  -foka^ 
nirde^a,  -foka, 

r.  dih :  +  aam,  c  xiv.4. 

dtdivd,  xvi.l3. 

dipa,  cxviii.3.  xx.l2  (-vcU). 

diptija,  xxiii.  13. 

dtyd,  iii.l2. 

dtryha,  i.3,35,  viii  17,  x.2, 
xxii.  14,  xxiv.5:-cii.24, 
iii.l,  V.  12,  etc. :  and  ddtr- 
ghya. 

dirghd,  iii.5. 

duft^iahta,  c  xiii.  16. 

dundvbhi,  cxxiii.3. 

durbala,  cxvi.l9,  xxi.l. 

durydn,  ix.2l. 

dr-,  xvi.27. 

dfdha,  xvii.6,  xx.9  {-tara): 
-cxix.5,  xx.lO. 

drdhay,  c  xxiii.  19. 

dfdhe,  iv.27. 

drahtdnta,  c  xiii.  15. 

deva  riahah,  viii.24. 

devatd  phalguni,  iv.l2. 

devaie,  iv.ll. 

Devadaita^  ci.l4,  iv.62. 

devd,  iii.2. 

devdn,  vi.l4. 

Devipurdna,  cxxiv.6. 

dcftt,  i.59:-ci.29,  ii.l 7,  viii. 
21,  xix.3. 

deha,  cvi.9. 
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dasfuif  iv.23,  xiy.15,22,  xvi.     sam,  cv.3:  and  asamhi- 
19,29,  xxiii20.  to,  abhidhdna,  vidha  etc., 

ddurbcUya,  cYi.5.  vikitcUva.        vyavadhana 

dyavf,  vl2.  etc,  sai'ndhdna  etc. 

dydvapxthivty  iv.l2.         dhd^  x.l3. 

r.  dyut^  ci.61,  iv.lO.  v.  15,  x.  dhdnikdy  xiii.l2. 
19,  xiii.14,  xxiv.Gv.  dhdtd  rdiih,  xi.3. 

dyotakOj  c  i v.  1 1 .  dhdma,  xiv. 8. 

drat' in  a,  iil5.  dhdmd,  1118. 

dravya^  xxii3.  dhdrayd,  iii.8. 

drd^^tyd.  xvi.l3.  -d/*i-,  vi.ll. 

dnUa^  c  xxL  1   (-vf «i) :   and  d  A  t,  iv.  1 2. 
adr-.  (i^iro,  xviL8. 

dva,  i.3,  iv.45,  viii.20.  \dhir ds a h,  xi.l6. 

dvandva  c  iii.9,  x.6.  dhuh.  v.  1 0. 

dvaya,  civ.23,52  etc.,  xiv. 4.  dhrta,   xviii.3   (-pracaya):- 

dvdTj  cxxi.6.  cxxiii.n. 


dvdrdUy  iv.38. 
dvih^  i.35. 
dviguna^  c\.S5. 


dhrtai^ant,  xxiii.20. 
dhrtavrate,  iv.ll. 
dhruvakshitih,  xi.3. 


dv<<iya,    i.  1 1, 1 2,     xiv.5, 1 2,  dhvani^  c  ii  1,  xxii.l,  xxiii.6. 

xxiii.l2, 14, 15, 16:-ci.28  dhvdna,  xxiii.5,7. 

(■yd),  xxi.12. 
dvitva,   cv.3,    xiii.4,    xi v. 2  na  (n),  iv.32,  xii.4,  xxi.  14. 

etc.,    xxi.5,16,     xxiii.20,  7<a,  i.4, 13, IS,  ii.l2,  iv.2,14, 

* »»      _  A   _  t\  ■%      *%rv     €^t\     9%^     n/'k     4  t      J  «%    9*  •■ 


xxiv.5  etc. 
dvimdtra^  xxii.  13  :-c  xviii.  1 

dviyama,   xix  3,   xxiii.l7:- 

c  xix.4. 
dviruktaiva,  c  viil  1 6. 
dvirupa^  ci.35. 
dviroshihya,  cii.25. 
dvivacana,  ci.23,  ii.l5,  v.25, 

ix.l3,  xiv.G. 
dvivarna,     ix.l8, 

c  XIV.  2-4. 
dvinvara,  xvi.  17. 
dve,  iv.49. 


21, 30, 32,  :i7, 39,41,43.53, 
V.  I  ♦5,2 1,20,35,37,  vi.6,11, 
13,  vii.l5,  viii.7,14,19,26, 
32,35,  ix.3,G,  13. 17,23,  x. 
13,18,20,24,  xii.3,  xiii.4, 
15,  xiv.  1 4,24,31,32,33, 
xv.2,5,  xvi.7,1 1,1 7,31, 
xvil8,  xlx.5,  xxi.7,11,16, 
*xxii.8. 


-7ia-,  xvi.21. 


d?ia  (dh),  viii.33. 
dhakdra,  c  xiv. 23. 
dhatte,  iv.63. 
r.  dhar:-\-ava,  c  xvi.  12,  xxii. 

ti:  and  avadhdraka,  -ra- 

na 


xiv.l:-I»aA,  xi.l3. 

nah  prthivty  iv.l9. 

nakdra',  v.20,24,26,33,  vill, 
ix.  10,  xiii.6,  xv.l,  xvii.4. 

nakih,  vi.5. 

wwi,  c"i.60,  viii.33,  x.22. 

nanu,  ci.1,2, 15, 1^,21.53,59, 
ii.7,9,18.20,23,25,47,iii.l, 
iv.3  Ota,  v.l  etc.,  vi.3,  viii. 


13  etc.,  ix.8  etc.,  x.  10,25,  wtvfttt,  cii.33,45,  viii.32,  xiv. 
..^.  .     xiii.9,15,  xiv.4  etc,  xvi.2      5,18,  xxii.6,  xxiii.6, 19. 

dharma,  ci.l,    iv.52,   v.28,,     etc.,  xviil 3,  xx. 2,  xxi.  1,5.  mfcayoAsa,  cxxu5  (-ftw). 
viii. 1 5,  x.lO,ll,  xv.8(-W),  r.  nam:  in  mnatcUd.  nisfiedfia,  ci.21,59,  iv.14,23, 

xxi.l, 10,15.  namnh,  iv.42,   viii.30,   .\i.      40,41.54,     v.lG,30,     vl5 

•dharmahi,  ex.  10.  14.  etc.,  vii.2  eta,  viii.l6  eta. 


ndmadheya,  xx.8  :-c  zviiiS, 
xxi.l  5. 

ndnian,  ci.ll. 

ndsikd,  u.3,49,52:-ciL30. 

ndsikya,  i.18,  ii.49,50  {^fMit' 
khan-),  xxi  8, 1 2, 1 4  :-c  iL 
50,51,  viii.l5|  xxi.  13. 


m,  i.  15 


n»A,  vi.4,5,  vii.2,  yiil24,35. 

niiardm,  ci.59,  v.28. 

nitdnta,  xvi. 24. 

nitya,  i.59.  i v.  14,39,4.3,54, 
vi.5, 14.  xiv.G,  xvi9,17, 
xx.2,9:-<;i.57  (-<d),  iv.40, 
X.12,  xii.ll,  xiv.5  (-tva), 
1 9,  XX.8,  xxiv.5 :  und  an-. 

nipuna,  cxxiv.G. 

nivnada,  xxiii.5.8. 

nimitta,  i.GO  :-ci.  11,22,25, 
58,  iv.3,6,40.47,52,  v.9, 
22,35,  ix.lO  {'tva),  19,22, 
24,  xi.5,  xiii.7,15,  xiv.2*2, 
28,  xvi.8  (-tva):  and  pa- 
ran-,  purvan-. 

nimiUin,  ci.58,  iv.3,45,47, 
x.lG,  xiii.l5,  xiv. 2 8,  xv.8, 

niyata,  see  r.  yam. 

niyama,  ci.21,49v,  ii.23,25, 
44,  iii.l,  iv.23,52,  v.22, 
viiLS,  xii.8,  xiii.l5,  xiv.4, 
5,  xvi. -',8,  xxi.l,  xxiii.16. 

nirapeksha^  cxxLl. 

nirargakt,  ci.l 5. 

nirdkarana,  ci.57,  z.22,  xiiL 
13,  xiv.22. 

nirupaka,  c xxiii.20. 

nirupana,  c  xxi.  10. 

nirnaya,  ci.l. 

nirdefa,  ci.l 4,  ii.43,  iv.3,  v. 
24,  viiuG,  xiii.9,  xxii.4^ 

nirde^aka,  xxii.4  :-c  L59. 

nirvdha,  civ.3. 

nivartaka,  cii.33,  iv.40,  x. 
21,  xv.8,  xvi.9. 


•dharmakti,  ex.  10.  14 

dharmin,  ci.l.  v.28.  navan,  i.2. 

dharshd,  iii.8.  nahyati,  vii.l6. 

r.  dlid :  +  abki,  xxiv.3  :-c xiv.  n d,  iii.8. 

5,28,      xy'mM,! ',  +  i^ava,\ndda,   ii.4,8,    .\xiv.6:-cil3, 

ci.l7,     iv.51v,     xiii.7,14,.     xxiii.2. 


eta,  vii.2  eta,  viii.i6  eta, 
ix.4  eta,  x.l5  etc.,  xl1,5, 
xii.8,  xid.4  etc.,  xiv.4  eta, 
xvi.l  2,1 8,29  (-W),  XX.2, 
xxiv.5. 
nishedhaka,  cxiii.5. 


>...^.,  ...w..,,  ........     ..^,.  ........_.  ,...r„,..,,._.r^...W,        V.    ^....w. 

xiv.30;+aM?/</,  ci.46;-i-  ndnfipa(/a,  i.48  (-vat),  xx.'^  nishpddyatva,  c  i\.20,23. 
abfiini,   c  xiv.9 ;  -i-  it' ;   c  i.      {-stha),        xxiv.3 : -c xx.4  nihata,  c xix.3,4  {-tva). 
34,  iv.2.8,41,  xiv.4;  vihi-      {stha).  nica^  i.39,  xix.l,  xxiii.20 :- 

to,  cii.47,  xi.4,  xiillo,  xvi.  ndndpadiya,  i.(50.  c  xviii.4,  xx.3,  xxiill7. 

29,  xx.l,  xxi.l5,  xxiv.2;iii«w<i6/i?ito,  c  xxiv.3.  nica^vo,  xxiv.5. 


yathdvihitam,  cviiL24,2G,!nd6^a,  iY.12. 
27,29-34,  ix.24,  x.l8; +  |fK/7/itttoA,  cxxiii.5. 


nicd,  V.8. 
nicmkkarOj  xxii.  10. 


TmUirtya' Prdticdkhya  and  Tribhdshyaratna. 


453 


nicdistara^  i.44. 
nu,  V.13. 
nudd,  iiL8. 
ni2,  Hi.  14. 
nunam,  vii.l6. 
«r-,  viL9. 
nrtyanti^  vii.H). 
ncmir  devdn,  vi.l4. 
neshtah,  viii.8. 


10,12,  vi.8,  viii.33,  \x.l,  paribMsfyi^  ciY.52. 
xiv.6,  XX.2,  xxiv.6,  etc. ;  parimdnctj  xxiii2:-ci.37. 
and  ekap-y  ndndp-,  prakr-'parisaTnapti,  ci.61. 
tip-,  samdnap-.  \parihdra^  cintr.,  i.  14,21,63, 


\padakdla^  c  i  (iO.  yi.4,  viii.9, 

XV. 7,  XX. 2,4?;. 
padakramdj  xxiv.6. 
padagraJianaj  i.50:-ci.51-3, 

iv.ll,  v.i2,  ix.22. 


59,  ii.9,20,  iii.l,  iv.64,  v. 
28,    viii.l8,  ix.8,  xiii.l4, 
xvi.l3. 
pari,  iii.7,  vii.4. 
parikshana^  cxiv.5. 
ndimittika,  c ix.22,  xiv.28v.  padapdtha,  civ.5,  v.2.  ^parikshd,  ci.l. 

fkhrantoryo,  cxix.3.  padaaai'uhiid,       xxiv.2.3:-l^ar«A,  viii  32. 

nydya,   ci.69,    ii  17,25,51i;,|     cxiii.5,14,  xxiv.4.  jjKiryan/a,  ci.5.6,  iii.9,  etc. 

iv.23,61.  V.M5,  viii.l6,  xl  padasajnaya,  cvi.l4.  paryavasdna,  ci.l. 

18,  xiii.l5,  xiv.4,  xvi.l9.  padddi,     xvi.2.8:-ciii.l,15,,jjarydya,  ci.47,  ii.47,  xiv.22, 
nydyycty  <:xiv.5.  etc.  |     xix.3,  xxi.16,  xxii.3. 

nyitna.   cintr.,    i.42    (-tva^padiinta,    xiv.28,    xy\.l4 i-pavargOj     ii,39,     ix.4:-cii. 


il23,23  (-tva),  xxiii.20. 
-nvati,  iv.29. 


ciiLl,  iv.3  (op-),  6,  ix.l  l- 
15  etc..  xiii.l3  (-tvcL). 

paddrihOj  cxiii.l4. 

ipadi,  vi.2. 


44. 


paf%  ci.l4{-mant),  xxiii.7v. 
pafCLn,  vi.l4. 
pa  (p),  iv. 28,30.  padi,  vi.2.  ipd,  x.l3,  xvi.2. 

pukdra,  v.36,  viii.23.  paddikade^,  c  i. 23,50.  iv.35, [p^JAravo^i,  cxxiilS. 

pakaha,  civ.23,40,  v.30,  viii.;  54,  vl10.12,  vii.t?,ll,  viii.lpd/Aa,  ci.l5  (vijwAo-),  iii.l, 
13,  ix.6,  X.20,  xiv.10,11,!  28,29.  xi.15,17,  xii.6,  xiii.,  vi.l2,  vii.l6,  viii.27,  ix.21, 
17,  XV.3,  xviii.5,7.  i     14,  xvi. 26,29.  x.l3,  xiill6,16  (-aniara), 

jXinA»,  civ.2H,  xiv.4.  pcuidhati,  cx\y.4.  xvi.l9,20,26v,29. 

pankii,  CU.IS.  ,papivd.  xviA^.  pdthakrama,  c\A. 

pafican,  i.l0.  po-y^'h^  xvii.8.  pdni,  xiii.9. 

payasvdn.  ix.21.  pdnintya,    ci.15,53,    xiv.4, 

para,  i.8,9,30,   iv.18,45,47,,     xviii.l. 
50,   v.7,10,  x.16,25,  xiii.  pdi^aA,  xi.l6. 
16,  xiv.4,9,22,29,  xvi.l9,  pdtha'eahah,  xiv.8. 
xxi.5,9;    -para,    'm.l,3j4,  pdthd,  iii.lO. 


paticarruif  xxiii.2  :-<;  xxi.l4 
(•mi). 

pafieaviAfoH,  L7. 

pcUa,  ciL7,  V.28. 

r.  path,  ci.51,  v.  1,2,  ix.20, 
xxiv.3,5. 

pani,  panim,  xiii.  10. 

paneta,  xiii.l2. 

patangdn,  ix.23. 

Patanjali,  cxxi.1. 

pataye,  patih,  patim, 
viii.27. 

patir  nah.  xi.l6. 

pati,  iv.35,  viii.27. 

pate,  viii.27,  xii.8. 

paint,  vl7. 

patni  ve-,  viii.27. 

pa  the,  viil25. 

r.  pad:  +  d,  ciii.1-15.  v.9. 
10,20-25,34-7,  vil-U^ 
etc. ;  dpanna,  cl51,  v.35, 
x.lO,  xvi3,15;  dpdd;  cil 
7,  xxi.6;-ftt<,  cvii.l6;-f- 


pdda,  cxxii.l3. 

pddavrtta,      xx.6,12:-cxiv. 


iv.4,6,24,28,30,32,33,37. 

38.42,44,46,52,     v.4-6,8, 

14,17,20,22,23, 26,  27-30, '    29,  xx.8. 

32.37,  vi.6,14,  vii.l5,  viii.  pd^t^^^tA,  vi.5. 

2-4,7, 1 1,12,14,16, 23, 26- p drayd,  iii.l2. 

31,34,      ix.  1-5,7,8,10.1 3,  jixirifwAyo,     ci.4,14,     ii.23, 

20,22,24,     x.2,4-8,13,14,|     xiv  28. 

22,  xl9,15,I8,  xii.4,5,  xiii  j)drt,  iii.7,  vii.4. 

2-4,11,16,  xiv.l,9,ll-13,  pdrj-re,  iv.ll. 

16,17, 19-21, 23, 24, 26-8,ij)dtoy,  c  ii.l7. 

31,  XV.4,  xvi.1,2, 10,14,27,  |H?}^aUA»Aa,  c  xxiv.6. 

xix.3, xxl7,9, 11, 12,14,1 6, :j9i7-,  iv.7. 

xxii.l6;  pa/ror,  xxi.2.        pit  ah,  viii.8. 
paraiah,  rv.24,  viii  6,  x.\Q,^pitdrah,  xi.l6. 

11,  XX.3.  pi^fn,  vi.14. 

purcUra,  c  viii.33.  pidhdna,  cxviii.3. 

paratva,  ci.  15,30.  pinva,  viii. 2 5. 

para/nipdia,  cii.2.  piptlikd,  cxxii.lS. 


xxiiL20:  and  anupapan 

na,  d^atti,  dpddaka,  tilpai- 

ti,    upapatti,   nishpddya, 

praUpaUi. 
pad,  iv.44. 
pada,   i. 50,54,   vL4,    yiii.9,  ^ 

XV.7,  xvLlT,  zx.2,8,  zzit  parikaipand,  cxviii.7v. 

1 3     (-virdima)  :~e  v.  1 ,2,8,  ^p€ar%qraha  in  ap-. 

VOL.   IX.  57b 


puiUlihga^ 
para^spara,  ci.3,  v.2  {-ran-  puny n,  x\\\.9. 


vaya),  xv.6  (do.). 
pardmar^n,  cii.7. 
pari,  LI 5. 
pari,  vii.4.  viii.28. 
pari  vd,  viii.34 


put-,  viii.28. 
putr,afif  xi.l6. 
punah,  viii.8  32. 
punaruk\a,  i.61;-CL33  (-id), 
xi.9  {'tva):   and  pdunar- 
I     uktya. 
punarukti.  rxxi.lO. 
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W.  D,   W/u'trifi/, 


punarvacanOy  cviii.l3,  xxiiLprakd^aka^  ciii.9 
7.  -         - 

purastdt,  cl43,  iv.2,  vi.5. 
puvahy  xi.l6. 
puskpd,  iii.5. 
pujd^  CV.41,  xiilie. 
putij  iii.7. 
piirita,  cxvii.8. 
purna^  xvil8. 
purne^  iv.26. 
purity  iv.l  1. 


prabala^  fix.  13. 

prakria,  ii.26:-ci.35,  il3,7,  jwofcArtt,  i.6I,  iv.22,23:-ci. 

j     15,*  v.25,30,  vii.l5,  viii.6      11,  *ii.3,  iii.9,  v.10,38,  xvi. 

I     {'tva),  XV.  8,  xvi.  16  (-iva),      18. 

I     xxiii.20  (-<vo).  prayatna,        xvii.6,7:-ci.3, 

prakrti,  ii.7,  v.2,  ix.l6,  xix.f    xvi.24,  xvii.l,  xviii.4,  xix. 
4,   xxii.l,    xxiv.5:-ciii.l,;     5,  xx.9-12,  xxiii.6. 
V.22    (-<va),    X.24    {-v(U),\prayoga,   xvi!i.4,7  (yathd-), 
xiii.9-13,     xiv.28,     xix.3|     xxiii.6  :-<;i.7, 18,42,     ii.7, 


(svarita-),  4,  xxii.2 
prdkrta. 


parva,  i.29,  ii.28,  iv.13,16, jw'aAT^tpa*?^,  ciii.l. 
V. 3,31, 37,   viii.l7,    xi.l9,  jproArsA/a,  ii.l5. 
xii,9,  xiii.9,   xiv.5,   xv.5,ij)raiwAdto7ia,  civ.23,  xiv.4. 
xxi.3;  'purva,  i.4,  \uA5,  pragraha^  i.60,    iv.l,   x.24. 


and  X iv.2 8,  xvi.  19,  xvii.6,7, 
xviii.3,  xxii.3,  xxiii.10,14, 
xxiv.3 :  and  ap-. 
prayojana,  ci.2  etc.,  ii.4-6, 
v.l»  xiv.4,  xvi.23,  xviii.l, 
xix.l,  xxii.11,12. 


iv.7,40,    v.4-6,8,9, 12-14,!     xv.6  (a;)-)  :-c  iv.2  etc..  x.  pravawa,  i.47. 
32-6,38,      vi.2,4,7,1 1,13,1     15,  xii.8,  etc.  j) r a  varia-,  iv.52. 

vii.2,4,7-9,11-13,  viii.l6,lpra«iya,   xviii.3    (dhriap-),'jpravdda^         xiii.9: 


-cxni.9 


23,    ix.9,18,20,21,    x.3,9,!    .xix.2,         xxi  10:-cxxi.6 


19,  xi.l, 5,8-11, 13-16.  xii  j     (-<va),    11,    xxiii.l6,17,17,jpraf«a,  ci.61,  iii.9,  iv.52,  Ix. 


3,6,8,   xiii.6,   xiv.l,2,6-8,|     (-tva),  20 

xvi.4,9,1 1.    xix.2,    xx.2,2jpranai;a,  xviii.l  :-f  i.l,  xviii. 

(ap-),  7,  xxii.l4;  purva-,,     1-7. 

ii.48,  xv.l,  xix. 5;  purve^^pranyasta^  ii.20. 

xv.9;  purvam,  ci.l,  ii.l.  pratij  1.15. 
pxHrvaje^  iv.l  1,23.  praWd^t;am',,cii.3. 

purvataJi,  c  x.  1 0, 1 1 ,  xi.3.       pratipatii,  c  xi.3. 
pArvatraj  c xvll9.  \praiip<id(ipdtha^  c vii.l6,  viii. 

pitrvanimitiaj    cix.l9,    xi.5i     27. 


(-tva). 


Ipraiipraaava,  cvi.l3,  x'm.Sy prasiddhi,  ci.2,  ix.7. 


purvapada,    i.49:-ciii.l,15,|     13,  xiv.24.32. 

V.3.  \pratibandhaka,  civ. 39. 

purvaparibhuta^  cx.2,6.        [praiivi^hana,  civ.ll. 
purvokta,  cii.lO,  etc.  praH(rut,  cii.3. 

piishdy  xAli.  pratisliedha,  ci.l\y  iv.43,  v.  ^ 

prkta,  xiill6  (svara),  xxiii.j     36,37,  viii.l3,  xiiL8,13,15,prdna,  v.l. 

3  (varna-):  and  ap-.         i     xiv.4,24,32t;,  xv.3,  xvi.l  7,  prd<a A.  viii. 8 


(-iva),  10. 


20,  xi.3,  xiii.l5,  end'gs  of 

chap,    xii.,    xxiv.,    xiii.- 

xxivv. 

praflishta,  xx.5,11  :-cxx.8. 
prasaMi.  cxiv.4v. 
prasanga^  ci.53,  ii.9,  iv.52, 

54,    v.22.   xiv.22,    xvi.2: 

and  atip-. 
prasarana,  cv.22. 


prasihd,  iii.5. 
prd,  iii.5,  vii.7. 
prdkrta,  vi.l4,  xiii  14,  xiv. 

28":-<-v.22,  xiii.  14. 
prdcwya,  c  xiv.5. 


prnasvd,  iiL8. 

pxtkak,  ii.23,25.25  (4va),  v. 

41,  xiv.  15,  xx.lO. 
prihakkarana,  civ.ll,  ix.8, 

9,  xiv.  15,  xxi.6. 
p^thiviy  iv.l9. 
prthivi  yajfie.  xi.l6. 
prahati,  iv.l5. 
p^shtij  iii.7. 
prshthe,  xi.l6. 
prshthyaj         ix.20  :-c  ix.  23 

(-tva). 
pO'y  viiL29. 
poshdn,  Lx.21. 
pdunaruktya^  c  i.37,  ii.47,  iv. 

23,  xiv.4,22,28. 
pdurdnika^  c  xxiv. 6. 
pdurusha^  cxxiv.6t;. 
P&ashkarasddiy  see  p.  430. 
pra,  i.l5. 

pra^  iv.33,  vii.4,  viiL34. 
prakatay,  cxviiL3.    " 
prakarsha,  c ii.20,  xiii.9. 
prakdra,  c'.15,  ii.6  iii.7,  v. 

10,  xxiii.l9. 


xxi.l,  xxii.9,  xxiii.6.  prdtahsavana,  cxxiii.lO. 

prcUishedhaka^  xxii.8.  prdiikulya,  ci.46. 

pratitif  cii.23.  \prdtip€uiika,  ci.2 2. 

pratte,  iv.ll.  [prdii^dkhya,     cintr.,     and 

pratyak,        ii  41:-cii.42,42j     eud'gs  of  chapters. 

(-tva).  prdti^rutka,  ii.3:-c  xxii.2. 

p/a/ya/w/ia,  cviii.34,  ix. 9.     prdtihata,      xx.3,11  :-cxiv. 
praiyagdtman,  cii.41.  29,  xx.8. 

pratyahgatvc^  ci.34,  xxi.l.    prdthamika,  civ. 23. 
pratyaya,  v.7  :-c  i.  1 1 .  prdnta^  c  ii.  1 7. 

pra^fuddhwrana,  cxii.3.        prdpana^  cxiii.l4. 
pratyekam,   c v.  10, 1 5,    xxi.prdpte,    ci.l 3, 18, 19, 34,    iv. 

15,  xxiii.5.  43,    v.3,10.    vi.l4    (4va), 

prathama,  i.l  1,12,27,  ii.ll,      xii.8,  xiv.  19,  xvi.29. 

v.3,38,  viii.l,  xi.3,  xiv. 9, propyl,  ci.59,  iii.l,  iv.14,39, 


12,17,  xxi.l6,xjfiiLl2,14 
-ci.23  {-mdy,  xxi.l2. 

pradipa,  c  xviii.3. 

prade^a,  ci.59,  ii.18,42. 

prade^niy  cxxiii.l7. 

pradhana^       c  i.58, 

pradhvansin^  cvii.16. 
prapancita,  eL59. 


43,54,  V.13  etc.,  vi.7  etc., 
vii.15-6,   viii.  7  etc.,  ix.3 
etc.,  xiii.  13-5,  xiv.5  eta, 
XV. 5,  xvi.5  etc. :  ando^ip-. 
\prdbaiya,  c  i.59. 
xxL2jprcAw^vani,  c  xxi.l. 
prerana.  c\h2. 


pro,  vi.2. 
Fldkshdyailfa,  see  p.  430. 


[praijandha^  cxii.9,  xiii  15.     Pldkshi,  see  p.  430. 
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pluta^  L4,36,  x.24,  xv.7, 
xxiv.6:-ci.20,  ii.l2,  iii.l. 
ix.9,  X.15,  xv.7  (-vai)^  8. 

pluti  in  mandukap-. 

phanatj  xiii.l2. 
phalguni,  iv.l2. 


16.  viii.24-32,  ix.2  etc., 
X.24,  xi.l9,  xiT.5,  xvi.2 
etc.,  xxi.2  etc.,  16  (ft/ia- 
jyamdne):  and  -bhdj  etc, 
vihhajya  etc. 

bhajdj  iii.8. 

r.  bhan,  ci.  15,57.  xxiv.3i;,4, 
6. 

bhadrahj  xii.3. 


r.  badh :  +  «pa,  c  i.59 ;  -}-  «am, 

c ix.2 IjXiv.l 8; +a6Awam,  bhayc^  cxiv.4. 
cv.lO:    and   tfpa-dami/ia,  6 Aar a /d,  iii.l  1. 


r.  badh  {pddKy,  ci.61,  xvi. 

19 :  and  bddha  etc. 
barsva,  iLl8:-cii.l9. 
bdUa,  ci.53,  ii.l8. 
baiavantj  cxvl19,  xxi.l. 
bahule^  iy.ll. 


Bharadv^'a,  see  p.  430. 
bhardy  iii.l2. 
&Aart«A^an<t,  iv.l9. 
bharemdy  iii.  10. 
bhavatah,  iv.52. 
fr^ava^d,  iii. 12. 
bhavant,  ci.21,  iv.23. 


^o^ttvocana,  £1.23,  v. 24,  viii.  bhavd^  iii.8. 


BhavUhyaipurdfiay  cxxiv.6. 
bMga,  cv.l  (rcrfo-),  xiv.28, 

xix.3  (ve<2a-),  xxi.l 5  (tfva- 

ra-). 
bhagadhCy  iv.ll. 
-dA/y*,   c  xiv.  1 8    (nishedhO') : 

and  kdryahh^. 
bhdjanay  cxvii.8. 
bhdmdy  cxviii.3. 
bhdmitah,  xii.8. 


6. 
bahxLSvaray     iv.40  :-c  viii.lO 

('tvay  xvi.12,18  {-tva). 
bahupdddna,  cvi.10,12,  vii. 

6,11,  viu.10,29,  xi.16,17, 

xiii.14.  xvi.26. 
Bddabhikdray  see  p.  430. 
bdna,  xiii.9. 
bdnavdn,  ix.21. 
bdnijdyaj  xiii.]2. 
bddha,  -dhatM,  c xvi.  19,  xxi.Bhdradvdjaj  see  p.  430. 

5,  xxiv.5.  \bkdva,   v.  1,31,   x.l7,    xv.l, 

bddhya^  cxxi.b.  xvii.4,    xx.1,5:-cl61,   ii. 

bdhulya,  c\Y.23.  |     12,  viii.l6,  xxiv.5:    and 

bibhftas  ia,  iv.52.  i     abh-, 

bibhrtdj  iii.lO.  -bhdvitva,  ciii.l,  x.l2. 

r.  budhy  ci.53,  xiv.28,  xix.4,  r.  bhash^  ci.l4,  ii.14,33,  viii. 

XX. 10,  xxiii.2,  xxiv.2;  +  I     19. 

nf ,  xxii.  1 5.  \hhd8hd  in  chandobh-. 

.bhdahya,  cintr. 
r.  bhdSy  cintr. 
\-bhih,  viii.  14. 


budhniydy  x.l3. 
brhatkapolay  cxxiv.6. 
brhadgahiy  cxxiv.6. 
brhaspati,  vi.7. 
bodhaka,  c xxi.l. 4. 
bodhana,  c  xvi.  29. 
bodhdy  iii.8. 
brahma  ja-,  iv.25. 
brahman,  xiii.l3. 
Brahmapurdna,  cxxiv.6. 
brahmaioka,  cxxiv.6. 
brdhmana,    cl61  {'Vdkya)^ 

xiv.33,  xxll. 
6r6,    xviii.l:-CL2,36,46, 

iii.l,  iv.3etc,,  v.22,37,  viii. 


ma  (m),  iv.7,  xv.l,  xvii.4, 

xxi.l4. 
ma  A,  xii.6. 
mahsatdt,  maHsyej  xvL 

20. 
mafihishthasya,  xvi.28. 
mcUcdra,  v.  12,27,35,   viii.4, 

xui.1. 
makshu,  iiL14. 
mahgala,  ci.l. 
mafica,  c  vi.9. 
mani,  xiiL9. 
mandala,  cxxiii.16,17. 
mandukapluti^  cii.l7,  iv.51. 
maid,    ci.21,59,    ii.2, 19,27, 

47,  v.1,36-41,  viii.18,19, 

etc,  etc. 
maii,  xvii.8  (yathdm-). 
madhumdn,  ix.2l. 
madhyOj  ii.6,41,45,  xix.l:- 

ci.lO,  ii.2^  (-defd),  viii  15 

{si/ia),  xxi.l5. 
madhyama,  x viii.4,  xxii.  11, 

xxiii.5, 10  :-c  xxiii.  17. 
r.  man,  ci.15,18,19,21,  ii.47, 

v.2,31,  viii.23,  xiii.l3.  xiv. 

5,33,  XV.  9,  xvii.1-8,  xix. 

3,  xxiii.  19;+ 9am,  cv.41, 

XV. 8 :  and  mata  etc. 
Tnanah,  xxiii.  6. 
mandA,  vii.9. 
man^a,  ciiL9. 
mafuia,  c  xxiii.  20  (am-), 
mandadhi,  cxi.3. 
mandrtty  xxii.ll,  xxiii.5, 10, 

ll,12,15,16:-cxxiii.l3. 
mnnyamdnah,  xii.8. 
maydni,  vii.l2. 
martah,  xi.5. 
martydn,  ix.21. 
maryddd,  ci.l,  iv.23. 


r. 


bkinna,  cL3,29,  iv.ll,  xiii.  r.  wiarf;+ par  d,  ex  v.  3:  and 

15,  xxiii  18.  pa/rdmarfin. 

bhima,  bhimasena,  cxviii..3.'mal»m/u,  vi.7. 
bhuja,  xiv.8.  maAdn,  ix.21. 

r.  bhu,  il3,  xxilll,  xxiii.4:  mahdpxshthya^  xi.3. 

-c  V.  1 ;  +  sam,  c  149,  il7, \Mahdbhdrata,  c xxiv.6. 

iv.23,  viii  13,  xiii.l5:  and  Mahdhhdahya,  cil7,  v.2. 

sambhava.  'mahi,  vl2. 

-bMla,   cil2,   iv.23,    viil5,  ma Ai,  iv.34. 


etc.  etc. 
bhute,  xiv.8. 
bhuyans,  ii.ll. 


16,  ix.23,  x.lO,  xi.9,  xiv.lbhuydnsah,  xvll3. 
4  etc.,  xviii.2,  xix.3,  xxi.|&Au«Aana,  cintr.,  xvi.l9. 
1,13,  xxiil20.  bhusura,  cintr. 


bhakti,  cintr..  xxl6,16. 
bhahga,  ci.63,  ii.9,  iv.52,  v. 

10,22. 
bhangurd,  iiL5. 
r.  bfiaj,  cv. 26-30,38,  vU  5- 


,md,  X.13,  xvl8;    md  pd- 

tam,  iv.42. 
mdkih,  vl5. 
Mdcdktya,  see  p.  430. 
md^aA,  viii.8. 
•mdira,  xviill,  xxill3:-cl 


6A«da,  civ.40,47,  viill8,21,      21,56.61,     u.13,19,25,33, 

xiil9,   xiv.22,28,   xviil3,'     etc.  etc. 

xxil2,  xxiil7,18,  xxiv.4:  mdtrd,  xxiv.6. 

and  o^A-.  TTtd^n'Aa,  cxxll5. 

•bhydm^  viii.  1 4.  Imddhyandina^  e xxiii  1 0. 

(Araftfa^e.  xvi.22.  Mdyikdya,  see  p.  430. 
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W.  R  Whitney, 


mdrdavckj  zxiLlO. 
mdsak,    mdsdm^    mdsij 

mdsUj  xvi.l2. 
mdae^  iv.53. 
Mdhisheya^   cintr.,   i.  14,59, 

ii.l4,3d,  iv.40,  viii.19,20, 

22,  xiv.28,  xviii.7. 
miihu^  V.4. 
mithuni^  iv.53,  x.l8. 
raithiiy  iii.l4. 
mifrUj  cxxiii.3. 
mifrita,  cii.23. 
-misha,  cxxiii.l9. 
mf,  xvi.9. 
mtdhuh,  vi.5. 
Mtmdftsaka^  y.4I. 
mukha^  ii.3,50. 
mukhya^  ri.43,  il23,25,  iv. 

23,52,  v.22,x.  12,1 2  (.^va), 

xii.3,xiii.l4,  xxiii.l7:  and 

am-, 
muncdy  iii.8. 
fnuniy  CV.31,  xvii. I. 
inushtty  iv.l2. 
miirdhan^      ii.H7  :-c  xiil.  16, 


to),  xvii.8  (-m(Ui\  xviii.7 ir.  rac:-\-viy  cintr.,  il8,  viiL 
{'prayoga\  xxiv.4  (sva.).  :     1 9. 
yaifidkra/ma,  cLlI,  ii.44,  x.' rat  hah,  xi.5. 


10,  xiv.5,  etc. 
yaddj  iv.38. 
yadtf  iii.lH. 
yadrchayd,  c  xxiv.6v. 
yafii  krandasi,  iv.20. 
r.  yam:-\-ni,  ci.l:    niyata^ 


raihariitare,  iv.ll. 

rathi,  iii.7. 

r.  rabh:  +  d,  ci. 2,5, 14,33,47, 
iv.22,2:<,  v.  I,  X.  10/24, 
xxii.9,  xxiii.5.  xxiv.2:  and 
drainbha  etc. 


ci.49,  xv.6.  ramaniya^   fiv.23,    xiii.13, 

yavia,  xv.9  (ekay-),  xxi.l3,      xiv.l5. 

xxii.l2.  xxiii.l  1  :-ci.l,  ii.  rafmin,  ix.23. 
49,  xv.9  xvii3,  xix.3,  xxi.r.  rah :  rahiia,  c  iii.l5,  xxiii. 
8,  xxiii.]  7  :  and  dviy-,  ca-      20. 
iury-.  -rd',  xiv.4,  xvi  4. 

yamahy  xiL3.  r.  rdj,  cxxi.l. 

rcQadania^  rii.2. 

rdiri,  iii.7. 

rdyah,  viii.29. 


yamujiy  ix.23. 

yavena,  vii.6. 

yashtah,  viii.K. 

ydjurvedika^  ci.l. 

Ydjnavalkya,  c  xxiv  6. 

y(^'fitya.  cxv.9. 

ydjyu,  iii.9.ll,  ix.20,  xi.3: -r(i«ttA,  vi.5. 

-f  i.61,  iii.l,  ix.23  (-tva).    -ri-,  xvi.25. 
ydtd,  iii.l0. 
yddxchika,  c  xxii.9. 


rdytj  xi.9. 
rdvn.  xiii.l4. 
'ni^i,  ci.6,  xxii.l. 


xxiii.17. 
muktj  c xiii.  14,  xiv.6(-«w^a).  y  «no7ri,  vii.6 
mulaJcdrana,  rii.8,  xxii.l.     ydmenUj  vii.l0 
mrdd,  iii.8.  ,ydva4,  i.41  (-ardA«):-ci.22, 


mr^^tf,  vi.7. 
mrrf,  cii.7,  xxii.3. 
mfdutara,  xx.ll :  and  >»<*r- 

(2at;a. 
mf,  xi.11. 
meghdy  iii.5. 
-i/i  ent,  xiii.  12. 
medhye,  iv.ll. 
m«tona,  ci.40. 
wo,  vi.2. 
mna,  xiii.  14. 


r.  ric :  vyaiirikta,  c  iv.52,  ix. 

20,   xiv.28,   xxiv.5:  and 

atireka, 
rishah.  viii.24. 
rtt,  vii.l2. 


58,   xxi.l5,  xxii.3,   xxiii.lnifirtt,  ci.l 8  (ar-)^  iv.40. 


Ir. 


ya  (y),  v.30,  x.15,19,  xii.4, 

xiii.3,  xiv.21,  xx.l. 
ya  (pron.),  ii  32,34,  xxiLl4. 

15. 
yaAsat,  yailsan.  xvi.20. 
yakdra,  iL40,  ix.lO  20,  xv.l,  ye,  xi.l6. 

xviL4.  XX.2.  ye  aprathetdtrij  iv.20. 

yajdsiy  xvi. 1 8.  Iv^nd,  iii.l 2. 

yajiydn^  ix.23.  lyogavihluiga,  cii.12,23. 

yc^'urveda,    ci.l 5,     xxiv.6."2/oyya^t^.  cii.37. 


11. 
ytikta^   V. 2   (yalhd-)  :-c  i.  1 8, 

19,61,  X.12,   xiii.l4,   xiv. 

28 :  and  ay-. 
yukH,  civ.23,  xiii.  15  {-arUa- 

ra),  xiv.4  (do.).  5  (uo.). 

yi^/,  cii.23,  iv.ll  ;4-^a, 

cvi.5,  xviii.2,4,7,  xxiii.4; 

+  tfpa,  c vm.13,  xxiii.lO; 

+  8am,     cxiv.26t;;     and 

yiikta  etc.,  prayoga  etc, 

yoga  etc.,  sathytikta  etc. 
yukshvd,  iii.8. 
yuvayor  yah^  xi.l6. 
yushmdn,  vi.l4. 
yushmdnitahy  xiiLl5. 


and  ydjurvedika 
yajfiaj  iv.44. 
yc^'fiakarman^  cxv.9. 
Y<yfiada4ta,  c  i.  1 4. 
yajAe,  xi.I6. 
ya<,  iv.33. 

yaira^  ii.31,33,  xix.l,  xx.2. 
yatfrdy  iii.8. 
yaiwif  cL4,   viii.8,  ix.7,13, 

21,33,  Z.18. 


yojand  (sutra-),  ci.35,  xiv. 

28. 
yo  rudrahj  xi.l6. 


rudra,  XL3:-ci.61. 

rudrah,  xi.l6. 

r.  rudh:  +  vij   c xiv.4:   and 

anurodha,  virodha  etc. 
rundhe,  iv.l4. 
r.  ruh:  +  dj  cxiv.9. 
ruhemd,  iii.lO.  ♦ 

riipoj      xxii.2:-<:i.  14,29,30, 

59,  xiii.  14,  etc.  etc. 
r.   rup:  +  ni,  cii.l,   xviii.l, 

xxiv.4. 
ri2j}<;,  iv.ll. 
rqaha.    iL41,    v.  10,29,    vl8 

i-ravU%  viii.6,7, 16,20,  ix. 

20,  xiii.2,  xiv.4. 6, 19,  xv. 

1,  xvii.4,  xxi.l5. 
rdivate^  iv.l  I. 
rodasi^  iv.l 7. 

la  (I),  v.25,31,  xiii.l6,  xiv.2, 

21. 
lakdra,  ii.42,  v.25,  xiv.7,26: 

-cLl. 
r.    laktih,   cl40.    iii.9.   vl9, 

xiii.  13  ;+upa,     ci.  29,38, 


I 
ra   (r),    i.l9,    viill,    xiii. 6,'     39. 
'     xiv.l5.  lakshanaj  cintr.,    i.1,38,46, 

raAsyaie,  xvi.22.  ii.3,i8,23,26,    iii.l,  iv.4S. 


rafihydiy  xvi.23. 
rakshd,  iii.8. 
raahiyd,  xvi.  13. 


Ifalhd,  i.6l  (-uiUa),  v.2  (-yftk-xanga^  ell,  ii.62. 


V.26,  ix.l,  XL  18,  xiil  16, 
xiv.  29,  xv.9v,  xix.3,  XZ.2, 
xxiil5,7,20,xziT.6,6:  and 
upal-. 
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lakshya,  cl22,  iv.52,  viii.5 

(-tva\  XV. 9r. 
laghu,     xxii.  14,15.     xxiv.f) 


-raw,  iii.3,  vii.6. 
vanaspatibhyahj  xii.S. 
vapd^rapani^  iv.l2. 
vayund,  iii.2. 


labhf    cii.l  1, 14,16,21, 26,lr.  i;or. '  +  711,  ci.l9,  ii.l4,  iv. 

27,32,34,   iii. I,   etc.  etc.,,'     40,  xi.l,  xiii.4.  xiv.4,  xx. 

xiv.4; -HM/>a,  ci.l5,  xxiii.i     2]+vt^  cxx'ii.\4:  and  vi- 

10,13:  and  uptUaMhi  etc.,     trta  sa/tivrta. 
r.  lamh :  +  d,  c'lv.W.  '. Vararnci,  r i.  1 8,  ii.  14,19,  i v. 

Idghava,  cw.'i.  \     40,  viii.l9,  xviii.7,  xxi.lf). 

Idbha,  ci.21.  rarya,  i.  10,27,  ii.51  (-vat), 

linga,  ci.49,  ii.7,  xiii.9,  xv.6.|Va/ra.v?,  iv.53. 
r.  lup^  viii.16,  ix.1,9,  x.  14, 'r.  var;,  r  iv.52,  ix. 20,  xvi. 25. 

19,22,  xi.l,  xv.l.  xvii.4  :-\-varja,  6'ix.20 


vdnijdya,  xiii.l2. 
vdnih.  xiii.l2. 
vdtakj  xi.5. 
vat  a,  iiL5. 
Vdtsapra,  see  p.  430. 
vdda,  c  xiii.9. 


'Vdn^  111.3. 


vdyii,  ii.2. 

vdyuh^  IV.42. 

vdraruca,  rintr,  ii.47,  viil. 

20,22. 
vdrundn.  v.21. 
Vdlmiki,  see  p.  430. 
vdi'i,  iii. 7. 


ri.4,61,  v. 12-9,  viii.  1 7-9,  rarn«,  i,l,lli.20,5G,  ii.7,  xiii.  vdsaai,  iv.l7. 

x.l4,2()-2,23     {lnptavat)y      5,      xvii.7,8,      xxii.  1, 2,4,  vciAan « A,  vii.6. 

xi.3-l8,  xii.2-10,  xiii.2-4.      xxiii.l-3:-c  viil.15,  xvi.H-  it,  1.15. 
fefo,  x.23:-<riv. 23.  xiv.4.      I     10,  xx.2,  et<?.  Ivi,  iii.l6,  xvi.25. 

lokci,  r  iv.52,  xxii.9  (-vat).      yarnakra7)ui^  xxiv.6.  inkarsha^  xi.3. 

lokdn^  vi.l4.  .varnasaiiihitd,         xxiv.2 :- wAo/pa,  ci.19,46,  viii.22,  ix. 

loke^  iii.6,  iv.53.  \     cxiii.l4,  xxiv.4.  I,  xiii.lO. 

loptij  i.5G,57,  v.ll,  xii.l,  xiii.  varnita^  ci.l,  xviii.l. 

1,15,   xv.l.    xvii.4,    XX.4,  r.  vaW,  c ii.47,  iii. 1,15,  iv.6, 

xxiv.5;-ri.51,61,     viii.8,'     23,45,52.54,  v.10.19,  etc. 


vikdia,  i.28,5(J,  xv.5,  xxiv. 
5:-civ.3,  V.9,  ix.l  1,12,14, 

lo,  X.8,9. 

etc.  ;+awM,    ci.3G,    ii.30,'vtiA'drtw,  i.23:-<ri.24. 
viii.34,    x.9;  +  m,    ci.]S,\vikrtaj  1.51,  xvi.3,15:-ciii. 
51,59,60,  ii.25,  ix.9,  x.l5,!     8  {-iva),  xiii.  15  (do.),  xiv. 
19,  xi.l,   xiv.5,11,   xv.3,      28  (do.):  and  at;-. 
xxii.6 :  -hpra,     c  v.1,3,22,  vikrama^  xvii.6,  xix.l,  xxiii. 
xiv.5:    and    anuvartaruiy      20,  xxiv.5:-cxix.2,5. 
anuvrtti.dvxtti^nivartnka^  vikriyd,  cxii.8. 
nivrtti.  Ivigatatva,  c xiv. 2 8. 

\mgraha,  c  xiv.4. 

vicaksfiana,  xxiv. 6  i-c  x viii. 
4. 

vijneyatvoj  c  v.2,  xxi.l,  xxiv. 
5. 


17,18,  ix.9,   X.I 9,25.  xii. 

6,8,  xxi.l4:  and  al-. 
lopin,  i.23:-<;i.24. 
Idukika,  ci.l. 
lyap,  cxxi.l4. 

va  (v),  iii.4,  xii.4. 

vaA,  xi.l6. 

vah^amy  xvi.21.  va/rtavidnatva,  c iii.  15. 

vafisagah^  vafkftate^  xY\.\vartayd^  iii.l2. 

20.  wartaydai^  xvi.l8. 

vakdra^  1143,  v.13,30,  ix.l6,'-t;ar<i»,  c  ii.47,  viii.23,  ix.l8, 
x.15,19,21,    xiii 3,    xiv. 2,1     xxi.3. 
21,26,  XX. 1,2.  vardhayd,  vardhd,  iii.8.  r.  «rf,  xxii.l4:-ci.l  {mdya- 

•'---'• *r^'.  -.M^  mdnatva),     ii.47,     ix.24, 

xiii.  14,  etc. 
vidairdn^  ix.21. 
viduhj  vi.5. 
\vidmd,  iii.  10. 
vidvd-,  xvi.l3. 
vidvdn,  vi.l4. 
■vidhcL,     cxiv.33,      xvi.29, 
vd,  i. 24,44,45,  ii.50,  xviii  7,      xviii.7,  xix.3,  xxiv.5,  etc. 
'  "         "         *  "  vidhdna^   ci.l  1,16,19,34,63, 

ii.9,13,  iv.7,11,  v.2,3,36, 
X.  10,1 2,15,  xii.ll,  xiv.5, 
xvi.29,  xvii.5,  xxi.l,  xxiii, 


vaktra^  cii.37.  varshayathd,  iii.lO. 

r.  Vflc,  i.61,  xxiii.l9:-ci.7,50,  varshdy  iii.5. 

52,63,59,60,  ii.23,24,  iv.2,  varshishthe,  xi.l6. 

3,11,  viii.10,18,  ix.24.  xi.  vafdn,  ix.2l. 

2,  xiul,  xiii.4,6,8,13,  xiv.  rasiyd,  xvl13. 

4,5,    et<i.   etc.;    vivaksh,  v as uh,  \'m'dl. 

ciL37,  .xiii.l6;-f-|>ra,  va^ii,  iii.7. 

c xiv.4:    and  ukta,   ukti,va8tah,\'m.S. 

vdc  etc.,  mvakshd. 
vacah,  xi.l6,  xii.6.  xix.l,  xx.2,  xxii. 7. 

vacana^  ci.l,   iL7,  iii.2,7, 8,  vti A,  vii.2,  viii.8. 

iv.23,38,   v.2,   vi.5, 13. 14,  vd??  c«AaA,  xi.l6. 

vii.2,  viii.8,13,  ix.l,  x.l4,  t'd^a,  ci.6i,  xxiii.3.3  (4d). 

xi.l6,  xii.ll,  xiv.5,15,23,  vdgkd,  vii.l3. 


vatsdnusdrinij  c  xxii.  13.         vdcayati,  iv.52. 
vatsdriuitTti,  c xxii.  13.  -vdcin.  ci.  15,  v.lO,  xvi.30. 

r.  vady  xxlii20:-ci.48,  ii.9,  vdcya,  ci.l8,  iv.47,  xiv.5. 

iv.52,    V.3,  xiv.4,23,  xvl  vdjapeya^  x'l  3  :-^  \.&\ . 

1 3,   etc. ;  -f  apa,    c  xiv.6 :  |  Vdjasaneyin,  c  xiv.33. 

and  apavdda,  -daka.         ,vdnah  fafo,  xiii.  12. 
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iyaihd')  28  (do.),  ix.3-6. 
8,13,17,22,24,  x.10,11, 13, 
24,  xi.l,  xiii.3,  xiv.14,22, 
XV.8,  xvi.3.5,29,  xvii.1,3, 
4,  xix.5,  XX.3,  xxi.6,  xxii. 
9,10,  xxiii.  16,  xxiv.6. 
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W.  D.  Whitney, 


vidhrte,  iv.ll. 
vidheyaj  ex  v.  7. 
vinaiatd^  cxxii.10. 
vindfa.  i.67. 
tyinivartcUca,  xxii.6. 
vinyaya^  xxiii.2. 
vinydaay  cxxiii.2,17. 
vipaksha,  cxxiv.5. 
vibfiaktiy  ci.23,28,xiii.9,xvL 
25. 


Vishnudharmottara,    c  xxiy. 

6. 
visarga  ci.51,  iy.38,46,  vil 

2,  viii.l6,  xi.5,  xvi.l3. 
viaarjaniyaj   i .  1 2, 1 8,    ii.46, 


vyavachedaka^  cii.25  (-tva\ 

XX.3. 
vyavadhdna,  cil25. 
vyavadhdyika,  cxm.l5. 
vyavasthdj  cxix.3. 


vibhajya^  cv.l3. 

vibhdga,    iii.  1,   xxiv.6  :-c  ii ' v  i  d^  iv.38. 

12,  iii.  1-1 6,  iv.4,  xiy.29,  vtndydm,  xiii.Ti. 

XX.2:  and  yogaV'.  vijwd,   ci.Gl,   v.3,   xxiii.11. 

vihhxi,  iii.7.  xxiv.Gv. 

viyogcL^  c v.  1 3.  viyamdnah^  xiil  1 0. 

virdimiy     xxii.l3:-cxiv.l6,  viryrf,  iii.5. 

xxl.Gv.  vriti,  xxiii.l  7  :-c  xiv.4.  xxiii. 

viruddha,  cxiv.4,4  (-mgru-      18,20. 


48,  vi.l.  viii.5,  xiv.l5:- ryordya,  xiii.l5:-cii.25. 

ci.l,  ii.47,  xxiii.7,  etc.  etcvyaveta^   i.l7,   iv  51^    vii.6, 
vispashta^  ci.l,   iv.ll,  xvi.      -:••"■  -•*  ^^     /  s..^\      -: 

25,  xxi.l5. 
vihauya,  xi.3. 
vihitatvo,  cxiv.l2. 


ha). 
t»iri2/)c,  iv.ll. 


vTshadaA^ah,  xvi.19. 
vrshan,  xiiL13. 

•  •  7 


virodha^  ci.l, 15.  ii.23,  y\\\.\vT8hnah,  xi.lG. 

15,16,  xiv.5.  *    '  '  •  ' 

virodhin^  c  xvi.19. 
vilakshana,  cxxi.7. 
vivafi  viii.8. 
vivakshd,  ci.l,  18. 
vivaraj  cii.37,  xxii.9. 
viViiranaj  ii.52,  and  end'gs 

of  chapters. 
vivifivd',  xvi.l3. 

vivifuh  paruhj  viii.32.    jr.  vesht.'+prati,  iL37. 
rtvrto,  ii.5,45:-cii.l2  (a/a-),  vdikcdpika,  cxxii.7. 

XXL15.  \vdikxta,  cv.22,  vi.l4,  vii.2, 

vivfUi,  XX.6,  xxi.6t;,,xxii.l3.      xilLlS,  xiv.4,5. 
vifaaanena,  xvi.7.  ^vdidika^  ci.l. 

vifdkhe^  iv.ll. 
vif-esha,  xvii.7,  xxiii.l,  xxiv 

t):-c i.l. 14,15,  ii.I3,31,33, 


vfshniydf  iii.5 

veh,  vi.5. 

venu,  xiii.9. 

\venupaira,  cxx.l2  (-vnt). 

veda,  ci.l,  v.l,  xiv.9  {-arUa- 
ra)j  xviii.l,  xix.3,  xxiv.6: 
and  yajurv',  vdidika. 

veddhgaj  c xxiv.6. 

'veldy  CXX.2. 


47,  iv.47,52,  v.lO,  viii.l6, 
x.lO,  xi.l9,  xiv.5,12,18, 
28,  xvi.1,2, 13,19,  xvii.6. 


xiii.7:-cil9     {-iva),     vL 

3. 
vyasta  in  cUiv-. 
vyastatahj  cii.l4. 
vydkarana,  c  i  57,  ii.47,  xiii 

16:  and  vdxydk-. 
vydkhydna,  c  intr.,  ix.8,  xxi. 

1;  xxiii.l7. 
vydvarlakaj  cxxL7. 
Vydaa.  c  xxiv.6. 
vydhrttj  iiL7. 
vyuddsa,  cxy.9v. 

fa(f),  v.22,  xiii.16.  xiv.26. 

fa,  xvi. 2. 

l^aitstdj  xvi.5. 

r.  foA,  cii.12,23,  xxi.l  :  and 
a^cikya. 

fokdra,  v.4,20,34:-cii.44. 

^akunij  vl7. 

fokHj  c  ii.33. 

{•aA-tf,  iii.7. 

r.  fahk:-\-d,  c  xxi.  15,  xxii. 
14,  xxiii.ll. 

f^hkd^   ci.3,    X.22,    xiii.l3, 
xiv.4, 15,  xxi.  10. 

pact,  iii.7. 

foUpancdfannydyck,  c  iL25. 

fair%  iii.7. 
vdiparttyOj  c x\i.26.  'fiUva,  cy.24. 

vdibMshika^  xxii.7.  fa5(^  ii.l,  xxii.1.3,9,  xxiii. 

vdiyarihya,  ci.61,  ii.47,  iv.|     3:-cintr.,    11,7,16-7,19- 
11,23,    V.22,  xiv.28,   xx.      22,26-9,37,42,   etc.  etc: 


2. 


vdifishtya^  c xxi.l 
vdifeshya^  xxiii.2. 
vdishnavi,  iY.12. 


xviii.l,  XX.7,  xxi.l,  xxii.6. 

13,  xxiii.2,  xxiv.2,6:  and 

av;  vdiftshya. 
vifesliana,  ci.61.  ii.25,  iv.ll,|t'd«  sam,  iv.44. 

viii.  1*3,23,32,    x.9,    xiv. 6,  vocaid,  iii.  12. 

28,   XV.4,    XX.2,    xxiv.4: 

and  prativ: 
wiflesha,  cii.31r,33t;. 


vdiydkaranaj  cv.l,  xxiv.3.  famitah,  viiL8. 


and  af-. 


vifvatah,  viii. 24,32. 
vifvadevydf  iii5. 
vtfvd,  iii.5. 
vishama,  c  xiii.  16. 
viahaya^  ci.1,16.48,59,  ii.20, 

iii.8,9,11,  iv.23,  v.  15.  ix. 

20,21,    X.19   ('tva\    xi.4.  vyaW^/fro,  cxvi.23. 


jtirtro,  ii.2. 
^afvatah,  viii.24. 
fasanam^  xvl7. 
fdkhdj   CXV.8,   xvi.l2    {an- 
tjyakti,   c ii.47,   iv.40.   v.l5,i     ya-);  fdkhdntarOj  c iv.ll, 
XX.6.  12,16,37,  vL5,  vui.8,  xl3. 


vyanga,  cxxi.l. 
vyacasvati,  iv.l9. 
vyan/ana,  16,14,17,21,37,  iii. 


9,15,16,  XU.3,   xiill3.l6, 
xvi.  13, 18. 
fdkhir^  cviil20,  ix.4,6,  x.20. 


19v,20«;,32f;,33,  xv.9,  xxi. 
13. 


xii.l,    xiii.l6,    xiv.28,29, 

xv.9i;,  XX.2. 
vishayikoTf  cy.24,  vii.l5. 
vishurApe^  iv.ll. 
vt'shu,  iii.  7. 


1,  iv.6,  v.14,37,  vi.7,  xiv.      xiii.l6,     xiv.l0t;,llv,13*, 

1,6,28,30,    xvii.5,    xxi.l, 

xxii.  14,15,  xxiii.7  :-cx.l2, 

xvi. 3  {-td),  xxi.1,  etc.        \pdnkhdyanaj  see  p.  430. 

fdrydtey  iv.41,  xL16. 

fdstra,  xix.5  (piin«i-):-ci.2, 
14,21,53,  ills,  zxlLS, 
xxiv.6. 

fififumdrak,  xvi26. 

{iAshaiy  xvi. 2 6. 


vyatyaya^  cxvi.4. 
vyahhicdra^  cl33. 
vyort^,  c  121,  iv.ll,  viii.34, 
xiv.l7,  xvi. 2,  xxi.l :  and 
I    xdiyinrthya. 


Tdittiriya'Prdticdkhya  and  Tribhdshyaratna. 
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fikshdf  ci.  1,2,21,  iL2,  xiv.5, 
28,  xix.3,12,  xxil,15, 
xxii.l3,  xxiii.10,17. 

fikshd,  iii.8. 

fikahdkdray  c\A,  xxi.l5. 

pi  pre,  iv.ll. 

ftro*,  ii.3,  xxiii.lO:-cxx.l2 
(komak^-). 

five,  iv.ll. 

r.  fwA.'  +  i;/,  ci.30,  ii  44,  iv. 
7,34,  V.  18, 19,28,  \i.5,  x. 


shu,  viL2. 
shumnah,  xiii.l5. 
shuj  VU.2. 
sfiottofa,  i.5. 
shna,  xiii.l4. 

sa  (s),  iv.7,  V.32,  viii.23,26, 

xiii.  1 5. 
sa  (prim.),  v. 2,  xi.l9,  xviii. 

4,  xix.l,  XX.  3. 
5  a  A,  v.15,17,  xi.9. 
aamyvkta,     xxii.l5:-cxxi.5 


10,  xiv.5,19.  xxi.l:    and 

avi^hta,     vi^ha     etc.,  I     (as-). 

vdifiahtya.  I«amyuto,  ci.54  (o^-). 


fiahta,  c\.\. 
fikdf  iii.2. 
firshan,  xiii.13. 
fukla,  c  V.28. 
fuddhdy  iii.2. 
fUfruvd,  xvi.l3. 
fushmah,  xi.l6. 
f&nya,  cxx.2. 
prhge,  iv.ll. 
ffnutd,  iii.lO. 


samyoga,  xxl4  (-gddi),  15, 

xxii.14,16,  xxiv.3  :-c  xvii. 

4. 
samrakshana,  cvL5. 
samvrta,     ii.4,27  :-c  xxi.l  5, 

xxii.9  (-id), 
aarhvyavahdra^  ci.l4.  xxii. 

3. 
aafipita,    aafl^itd,     xvi. 

26. 


feffAa,     i.6, 14,42,46,     ii.28,l«amf^Aa,  cii.33. 

xxii.l4:-CL44-5,  ii.29,47,  «a/tpi;d,  xvi.26. 

xiii.l5,  xxi.l 5.  ^aariisad,  xxiv.6. 

feahahhuta^  eii.47,  iv.3,  x\.'i.\aa'fiaadahy  xvi.26v. 


^ditydyaTia,  see  p.  430. 

po,  xvi.2. 

fondf  xiii.  12. 

fyeti,  X.18. 

fyendyd,  xl3. 

frapaydn^  ix.23. 

fravana,  c  iv.3 5. 

fri,  vii.9. 

r.  frUj  c  xxii. 6. 

fTtt^t,  iv.35,  xii.7,  xiii.l2:- 

C  XXL  15. 
frudhif  iii.l3. 
freyd,  xvi.l3. 
front,  iii.7. 
r.  fliah : -\- aam,  <;ii.l2,  xvil 

4:    and  upofleaJia,   duh- 

flisfUa,  profliahtay   aarh- 

fleaha. 
floka,  cxxii.l4,  xxiii.20. 
fvd,  iii.2. 
fvdauy  il6,10,  xxiv.5:-cii.3. 

aha  (ah),  viLl3,   viiL23,33, 

xui.6. 
shah,  vii.ll. 
aAoA^a,  v.10,32,  vi.l:-cii. 

44. 
a  hat,  VU.2. 
ahanuy  xiiLl4. 
ahatva,  c  151,60,  v.3,  vi.4,5, 

13,  vii.2,  viil  16,36. 
ahaahy  L9. 
ahaahtha,  iv.52. 
•a  hi  J  xvi.  14 


aarhaargOj  xxiii.2. 
aaHsrahta,  xvi.26. 
^aaflakrtaj      aafiakftya, 
'     xvi.26. 

aaAaphdnah,  xi.l6. 
aa^ard,  xvi.26. 


aamjfid,   ci.2-15,    31-9,49, 

il4-6,9,  iii.9,    iv.3.11,12, 
17,  xl3,  XV. 6,  xix.1,5,  xx. 
2,  xxiii.l6. 
aaiiijnika,  ci.l3r,  xiii.  16. 
aaitvd,  vi.l2. 
aatya,  ci.21,53,  ii.l8,  viii.l6, 

xiii.  15. 
aatyahhdmd,  c  xviii. 3. 
aatrd,  iil5. 
r.  aad:+pratyd,  cii.42,   v. 

24:  and  daanna. 
aadane,  iv.ll. 
aadrfOf  xi.l9:-cv.28,  xxiv. 

6. 

aadohavirdhdne,  iv.ll. 
aadbhdvaj   cxm.l4,    xiv.28, 

xvi.29. 
aadhihj  vi5. 
aanij  aanih,  aanih,  vi.l2. 
aanuiahj  viii.8. 
aarkidnebhyah,  vi.l2. 
aariideha,  1.25  :-ci.  14,26,  iv. 

23,  v.l,  xxi.2,5. 
aamdhdnOy     ii.2,     xxiv.3:- 

cxiv.15. 
aamdhi,  cii.l8,   x.15,24,25, 

xxi.l. 
aamdhyakahara,  c  i.33,  ii.47, 

48,  jcviii.l. 
aamnaddhahj  xii.3. 
aamnikaraha^  c  xxiv. 3. 
aariinipdia,  x.l2. 
aapurva,  v.  19,  viii.22. 


aariihitdj  v.l,  xv.8,  xxll0,i5aj9to,  xxiil4,ll. 


aaptami,  cv.lO,  xvi.25. 
aaptdbhih,  vL12. 


xxiv.l-4:-ci.60,60    (<w-), 

iii.1,8,  v.3,  villO,  ix.22, 

24,  x.10,12,  xi.9,  xiii.5,14,l«ap/e,  vi.5. 

xiv.29,  XV.7,  xvi.29,  xix.aabheyah,  vi.l2. 

3,  XX.2:  &ud  admhita.       aam.  v.6,  xiii.4;  a  am  in- 
aak,  vll2.  I     dra,  vii.2. 

aakcUa^  c  iv.52,  xvi.29  (-pa- «a wo,     i.42,45,46,     xvii.2, 

da).  I     xxiii.l9. 

aakdya,  xvi.  10.  laamabhivydMra,  <; xiii.  14. 

aakdra^   v.6, 10, 14,    vi.  1,1 4,  aamayo,  ciii.l,  iv.5,  vi.l4, 

xvi.l:-cii.44.  '     xiii.l7. 

aamketa,  ci.21.  aamarthana,  cxiii.l4. 

aamkahepa,  cxil6.  \aamarthaniya,  c  xvi.  19. 

aamkhydj     xvi.25  :-c  i.  1 ,1 1 ,  aamarlhay^     c  v.3,     xiii.4i;, 


ii.l9,  x.15,22,  xxiii.l6. 
aathkhydnaj   148    (as-)  :-c  L 

59. 
aamghdia,  cxxii.3. 
aacaavd,  iii.8. 
r 


xiv.4. 
aamdna^  ciL23,47,48,  iv.23, 

V.27,  viii.19,21,  ix.8,  xxi. 

6,15. 
aamdnakdla,  i.33. 


aqj:+praj  cii.9,20,  m.lj' aaTndnapcuUiy   iv.54,    xiii.6, 
xix.3;  praaakta,  ci.4,  ii.|     xxii.l3:-cxiii.l5,16. 
29,    v..3,37,  ix.l3,  xxy.b^  aamdndkahar a,  1.2^  x.2,  xv. 
xxi.l :  and  op-,  prasaktij      6:-ci.3,4,  x.lO,  xv.9. 
prasahga. 
aajdtiya,  cx.l. 


aajiik,  iv.25. 
aaihjadka^  cix.l6. 


^aamdndn,  ix.23. 
aamdmndya,  i.l  :-c.L2,5,  iL  1. 


aamdaOy  ciL2,  iii.9,  v.l,  x.6, 
xni.9. 
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W.  D.  Whitnfy, 


aaindhAra,  i.40:-cintr.,  i.61, 

ix.l8,  X.6,  xiv.l,  xviii.4. 
samiddhah,  xi.l6. 
aamici,  iv.31. 
sarnirana,  ii.2. 
samuccaija,   ci. 15.21,  xv.7, 

xxi.6,9. 
samuUhaj  cv.l. 
samuddya,  ciii.7,  iv.3. 
saynparka,  cxxi.  1. 
sampddana,  c  iii.  1 ,  xiv.  1 5. 
sanipratyaya,   cv.24,    x.l2, 

xiv.  17. 
sambandha,  ciii.l,  x.22,  xi. 

It  xiv.  18. 
sambaiulfun,    ri.GO,    ii.3,50, 

iv.40,  xiv.23,28. 
sambhava,    r  i .  2  5,    il  1 8, 2  5, 

iii.l,  iv.23,  x.l2,  xiv.  14: 

and  as-, 
sambhdvand,  civ.  11. 
sammitdmj  vi.l2. 
r.  sar :  +  ut,  c  xiv.  16 ;  +pra, 

ci.59,  iv.3,  vi.ll,  vii.16, 

xi.l8:  and  prasarana. 
saranij  ci.l8. 

sarala,  cviii.l3.  ix.l,  xiv.4. 
r.  safj :  +  vi,  <•  ix.  1 1 ;  +  sam, 

cxxi.l. 
aarva,  i.47,  ix.7,  xiv.33,  xv. 

9,  xvii.7,  xxii.1,14,  xxiv. 

5;  sarve,  viii.15,  xviii.7. 
sarvatrUj  1125,  xii.ll,  xvii. 

2:-ci.l8,    iv.5,27.49,    ix. 

22,24,  xxii.3. 
sarvcUfni,  ci.59,  v,3,  xxiv.5. 
aarvandmari.    cii.7,     viii.6, 

XV.3. 
sarvdhga,  cxxiii.l7. 
aarvdnuddtta,  c\\A. 
aavaj  vi.lO. 
aavana^  cxxiii.10. 
aavane  pa^un^  vi.l4. 
aavargiya,   viii.2,    xiv.23  :- 

cviii.3,4,  xiv.12,13. 
aavarna^  i.3,  v.28,  x.2,  xiv. 

23,  xxi.7:-ci.4. 
aavitah,  viii.8. 
aavyaHjana^  i  43  :-c  ii.23. 
aa^abda^  xxiii.9. 
aaaddd,  iii.  12. 
aaarvd^  x\n.l3. 
aaaihdna,    ii.47,48,   v.27.38, 

ix.2,  xiv.9,13  (««-). 
aaaydydi,  vi.  12. 
aahacdritva,  cii.47,  xliLlG. 
aahaaah,  viii.28. 
aahiia,  ci.43  {-tva),  iv.47,  v. 

19,  xxi.l5,  xxiii.20. 
aahuri^  sahutt,  iv.l5. 
r.  ad :  +  adhyava^  cWA:  and 
avasita. 


adrhhita,  ix.l7,  xx.3:-cxiv. 

5,  xx.4t;:  and  as-, 
sdkdhkshatd,  c  xiv.  15. 
sdtiikalpika,  rxxiii.6. 
Sdnikrtya^  see  p.  430. 
addaydj  iii.  12. 
sddr^a^  ci.3,  xiii.lG. 
\sddfiana,  cxxii.3,9,10. 
sddharmya^  ci.  1. 
sddfidrana^  cxiv.5,  xviii.7  v. 
sddhu,  ci.53  (-<ya),   ii.7,18, 

X iii.  13:  and  as-, 
sdnumistka,     c  v .  2  8 ,     x  v.  1 , 

xvii.  5,  xxii.l4. 
sdnundsikya,  cxv.2,  xxi.l4. 
[sdiiinidhya,  ci.36,  ii.ll  etc. 

iv.30  etc.,  V.23,  viii.14,33, 

ix.9,10,    x.9,21,25,    xii.3, 

xiv.21,  XV.8,  xix.3. 
sdpeksha,   cLl   {-tva),   iv.40 

{-id),  xxi.l. 
adphalya,  c  xiv. 28. 
sdm,  xiii.4. 
sdmani^  iv.l2. 
sdmarUiya.  ci.61,  iv.ll,  v. 

25,  viii.l6,  ix.  13,21,  xiii. 

14,  xvi.13.19. 
smndnya,  ci.29,  ii.9,23.  v.22, 

X.12,  xiv.28,  XV.8,  xvl.l9. 
sdmya,      xxiv.5  :-cii.20,39, 

46.  viii.l6. 
sdra,  cxiv.5:  and  as-, 
sdrathih.  vi.l3. 
\sdrupya,  c  xiv.23. 
sdrlhaka,  ciill.  iv.ll,  viii. 

16. 
^ sdliQjcarya^  cxiii.l4,  xiv.  15, 

xvi.  13,26. 
sdhaara^  vi.l3. 
-si,  xvi.  14,27. 
sinhdvalokana,  cii.51,  iv.4, 

xiiiV3.15. 
siAcathd,  iii.  10. 
siddharupa,  c  viii.  19. 
siddhavatkrtij  c  xiv.28. 
siddhi,   cii.20,25,47,    iv.ll, 

2,3,52,     v.22,     viu.13,18, 

xiii.4,    xiv.l7,     xvi.2,12, 

xxi.5. 
r.  sidh,  cii.25,  viii. 8,16.  ix. 

7.  xiii.  14,  xvi.  1 8 ;  siddha. 
ci.ll,14,iv.3,v.26,viii.21, 
etc. ;  +  m,  c  i.4, 1 4,59,60, 
ii.26,29,   v.24,29,35,   viii. 

8,  ix.13,21,  X.24,  xiii.  16, 
xvi.5.  xviiLl,  xxiv.2;  + 
pra^  c  i.4 ;  prasiddha,  c  i. 
21,  ii.47,  xiii.14.15,  xix.3; 
+prati,  cL4,  viilS,  xiii. 3, 
xiv.33t;;  and  aprasicUiha, 
niahedha^  -dhaka,  prati- 
shtdhfk,  •dhafca,  y^raaiddhi. 


si  tarn,  vi.l2. 

su,  V.5,  xvi25  (aau). 

sugopd^  iii.5. 

sutardm,  cii.25. 

sumatih,  vi.5. 

sumnd,  iii.2. 

sumnini^  iv.l2. 

auvahj  v.lO,  vii. 2,  viii.8, 13. 

SUj  111.4,14. 

sukfihma,  cxvii  3. 


r.  sue,  cxiv.u. 


aucaka,  ci.7. 

sutra,     ci.1,14,18,22,25,35, 

39,46,50,53,57,    ill    etc., 

iii.l.    iv.3  etc,   v.l,    etc. 

etc. 
sutrakrt,  c  i.l5. 
sUtriia,  cxxiv.Gv  (tts-). 
srjd,  iii.  12. 
so  as  man,  ix.21. 
sopddhika,  c ii.23. 
soma,  ix.21. 
somahy  xi.l5. 
sovidya  sva-,  WAS. 
a  tan  dm,  yi.  12. 
sianuiah,  viii.8. 
stahhnitdjn,  iv.52. 
starima,  vi.l3. 
atarimd,  iii. 10. 
stuia^aatre^  iv.ll. 
atuhh,  vi.l3. 
stOy  vi.l3. 
stotah,  viii.8. 
strUihga,  c  ii.7. 
-stha,   XX.3  :-<•  iii  1,    xvi.24, 

etc.  etc. 
sthah,  iv.46. 
styloid,  ci.61,  iv.  11,23,  xi.4, 

xix.4,  XX. 2. 
sthavira,  xvii.4. 
r.  athd,  xx.2:-cv.2,   xxL7; 

-{■ava,    cix.l6,    xxi.l, 2; 

+  vyava,     c  xxL  2 ;  -f-  upa, 


c  xxi.5. 


athd,  iii.8. 
'sthdnum,  xiii.l2. 
aihdna,       ii.31, 33,44,46,49. 
I     xxii.ll,xxiii.2,4,ll:-ci.3, 
I     33,    ii.3.23,39,43,47,    etc. 
'     etc.,  xviii.4. 
sthdnam,  vi.l0. 
sthita,  XX. 2. 
sthiti,  c  xiv.28. 
sthundu,  xiii.  12. 
sthula,  cvi.9,  xxii.lO  (-ta). 
sthe,  xii.6. 
sOidurya.  c  xxiv.5. 
stJumlya,  cxxiv.Sv. 
snigdhatdy  cxxii.lO. 
spardhdh,  vi.l3. 
T.apar^,  ii',17.34.36:-rii.36 
-43. 
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«parfO,  17,10,  ii.44.  V.27. 34,  11.  xiv.29,31,  xviii.2,5, 
xiitlS,  xiv.2.3,9,27,  xxi..  xix.l,  xxi.10,11,  xxiv.5: 
9,12.  -ex.  10,  xvii.6,  xix.3,  xx. 

sparrancL,  ii.33:  and  ow-.  1,  xxiii.l'),l7,17  {-tva). 

spa^ahj  vi.l2.  .svarupa,  ci.21,40,  v.2,  xvi. 

spashta,  cxvii.8  {cUis-,  as-):[     30,  xxi. 1 0,1 5,  xxiv.4.6. 


and  vis-, 
spashtikar^  cxiii.l5i;. 
sphfUikarj  cix.8,  xiii.l"). 
sphurantt,  vi.l3. 
sphuritaiva,  c  ii.26. 
syahf  v.ir>. 
sraj  xvi.2. 

Jtrddi,  i.60,  xv.4:-cx\'il.5. 
sridhah,  xii.8. 
«t«i,   xxiv.4  {yathti-):-rxiv 

28. 
Avatah,  cii.23,  xxi.  7. 
svatantra^  cxxi.6. 
avade^^  rL59. 
svadhavah^  xiL8. 
avabhdva^    c  xiii.l  4 

xiv.28. 
avayampdtha,  cix.21. 


i«va,  iii.6. 

'svddhyaya,  rxviii.l. 

svdndso  divi,  vi.2. 

\8Vfiyoga,  oil. 25. 

\8vnra,  xvii  6,  xx.8,  xxiii.20: 

;    -cxxiii.17. 

[svtJtrthdL,  cii.l7. 

'svdhdkfii,  ml. 

'M;iAor,  c  i.  19,2 1,25,  iv  23,62, 

xi.3,  xiii.l4. 
svtkdra,  civ.23.  x.l2,  xiv.5. 
•9 rend,  iii.lO. 


Aa  (A),  iL9,  iv.7.  xli.4,  xiv. 
!     26. 
{'tva),  ha,  xvi.2. 

\hahsapadd  (or  'pddd\  r  xxL 
15. 


hakvtra,  i.l3,  ii.r,,9,46,47.  v. 
38,  xiv.  19,  xvi.27.  xxi  14: 


r.  war,  xx.2,3:-<;i.41 :  and 

atisvdrya. 
8vara^  i.5.33,  ii.8,31,47,  viii      -cii.3.7,44 
3,  ix.lO,  xi.l8,  xiL4,  xiii  jr.  han:  in  nihcUa 
16,  xiv.1,16,  xv.l,  xvi.2,|Aa»,  vii.ll. 
xvii.5,    xxi. 1,2,    xxiii.l4,|^nu.    ill2   (oahtha-),    16:- 
xxiv.6:-cxviiL3,  xxiL12.|     cxxiii.2. 

hanu,  iii.7. 
hanumula,  ii.35: 


xxiii.7,11,15-7  etc  etc. 
svara^  vi.I3. 
svarabhakti,  ii.l9,  xxi.6.15: 

-ell, 6,  ii.33,  xxi.  16. 
svarasa,  cv.22. 
svardngOj  xxi.  I. 
svarita,iAO.  X.13,16,  xii.9. 


-rii.n. 

hantand.  iii.lO. 

h  any  at,  vii.3. 

r.  har,  xvii.8;-f  tt<//«,  xxii.3: 
-rxii.3  xiii.l 3.  xvi.  12 
xxiii.4,l7;-f 5aw/r,  ci.40; 


+  vyd,  c  xxiv.4t; ;  -\-paH^ 
cl59,  iii.  1 ;  +  updwam,  cii 
l8.32:-ciL22,23:  and  u- 
ddharana,  parihdra,  upa- 
samhrta,  -Jidra,  samdkd'^ 
ra. 

hard,  iii.12. 

harim,  c  xxi.  1 5. 

haritd  (or  Mr-),  c  xxi.  1 6. 

hart,  iv.l5. 

hai,  cix.24. 

havam,  vii.ll. 

havishmdn,  ix.21. 

hastavinydaa^  cxxiii.l7. 

Ad  A,  viii.  8. 

hdritd  (or  har-\  c  xxi.  15. 

Hiirtta,  see  p.  430. 

hi,  iv.37,44,  vi.2,  xvi.13; 
hi  payasvdn,  ix.21; 
hi  shthd,  iii.8 

hinuydt,  hinoti,  xiii.  12. 

?iiranmayam,  xili.8. 

hiranyavarntya,  ix.20,  xi. 
3.* 

hiktamdn^  ix.21. 

hrd,  cxxiii.l7. 

hrdayd,  iii.2. 

hetayah,  xii.8. 

hotah,  viiL8. 

hrastyd,  xvi.13. 

hraava,  i,3,20,31,41,iii.l,  ix. 
1 8,  xvi.  1 6.  xxii.  1 5.  xxiv. 
5. 

hrasva^va,  ri.52. 

hrasvnrdha,  i.37:-ci.42,44, 
46,  xvii.5. 

hrdduniy  iii.7. 

hvdh,  viii. 8. 
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W.  D.  Whitley, 


GENERAL    INDEX. 


The  references  by  Roman  and  Arabic  figures  together  are,  as  in  the  other  In- 
dexes, to  chapter  and  rule ;  those  by  Arabic  figures  alone  (with  p.  prefixed),  to 
page  of  the  volume. 


a,  d:  how  uttered,  ii.l2;  how  combined 
with  II  following  vowel  x.3-9: — a,  is 
short,  i.32;  oA  to  o  before,  ix.7;  lost 
before  initial  e  or  o  of  certain  words, 
X.14;  when  initial,  lost  afler  e  or  o.  xL 
1 ;  detail  of  cases  of  its  elision  or  non- 


elision,  xi.2-xii.8;  resulting  accent,  xii.      words,  xiv.8. 


avagrahaj  nnme  of  first  member  of  a  com- 
pound, 149 ;  quantity  of  the  pause  fol- 
lowing it  in  pada-teni^  p.  399. 

6,  labial  mute,  ii.39. 

bhf  labial  mute,  ii.39 ;  doubled  in  certain 


9-11 : — d,  final,  result  of  irregular  pro- 
longation, iii.2-6,  8-12;  initial,  do.,  iii. 
15: — cts,  nasalized  when  final,  xv.8. 

al>hinidhdna,  xiv.9.  v 

abhinihata  circumflex,  xx.4:  its  occur- 
rence, xiL9;  its  comparative  tone,  xx. 
10. 

Accent:  see  Analysis,  p.  437 ;  also  Acute, 
Circumflex,  Grave,  and  the  names  of 
the  various  accents. 

Acute  accent  (uddtta),  defined,  i.38 ;  mode 
of  production,  xxii9;  HCute  tone  of 
grave  syUables  after  circumflex,  xxi.lO 
-11. 

til,  how  uttered  ii.26-8;  peculiar  utter- 
ance in  a  single  word,  xvi.24;  combi- 
nation with  following  vowel,  ix.l4,  x. 
19-23;  with  preceding  a,  d,  x.6. 

Al)>hahetic  sounds,  enumeration  of.  p.  8- 
10;  clas.'^ificati' 'U,  mode  of  production, 
etc.,  see  Analysis,  p.  436;  namoH  for, 
i.16-9. 

amtddtta^  see  Grave. 

anusvdra  (^):  its  equivocal  treatment  by 
the  Pr&ti^Akhya,  p.  67-70;  is  an  inde- 
pendent element,  p.  •*' ;  how  uttered,  ii. 
19,30 ;  how  designated.  i.l8 ;  belongs  to 
preceding  vowel,  xxiX ;  its  quantity, 
i.34;  makes  a  heavy  syllable,  xxii.I4; 


BrfthmaQa-passages  in  the  SanhitA,  p.  48. 

c,  palatal  mute,  ii.36;  insertion  of  f  be- 
fore, v.4,6 ;  tto  c  before,  v.22 ;  n  to  4f 
or  »  before,  v.20,21,24. 
palatal  spirant,  i.9,  ii44-5;  initial  to 
ch  after  any  mute  save  m,  v. 34-7 ;  t  to 
c  before,  v.22;  n  to  yi  before,  v.24; 
irregular  insertions  of,  v.4,5;  inserted 
after  n,  v.20-1. 

ehj  palatal  mute,  ii.36 ;  product  of  p  after 
a  mute,  v.34-7;  t  to  c  before,  v.22;  n 
to  ^  befon*,  v.24;  doubled  in  certain 
words,  xiv.8. 

Cerebral  mutes,  see  Lingual. 

(^ikshfi,  quoted  in  the  comment,  p.  435. 

Circiunflex  accent  (svarita),  mode  of  ut- 
terance, i.40-7 ;  degree  of  effort  in, 
xvii.6,  xx.9-12 ;  kinds  of  independent 
circumflex,  XX.  1,2,4,5;  their  occurrence, 
X.  16, 1 7,  xiL9 ;  kinds  of  enclitic  circum- 
flex, xx.3,6,7;  its  occurrence,  xiv.29- 
33 ;  kampa  between  two  circumflexes, 
xix.3-5;  nature  of  enclitic  circumflex, 
p.  315. 

Citation,  rules  of,  122,24,50-3. 

Citations  in  the  comment  not  found  in  the 
TAittiHya-Sanhita,  p.  425-6. 

Commentary,  see  TiiiihAshyaratna. 


its  occurrence,  xv.1-3;   do.  otherwiseiCompound    words,   separable,   count    a« 

than  as  result  of  euphonic  combination,'     two,  i.48 ;  flrst  member  called  avagraha, 

xv.4-5,  xvi.1-31.  I     i.49. 

A nieulate  sounds,  see  Alphabetic.  Consonants,  i.6;  their  classifiottion  and 

Aspirate  mutes:  ponant,  contain  A-sound,      description,    i.7-14,    ii.8-11. 30,33-52; 

ii.9;   surd,   contain  more  breath  than      names.  117-8.21;  quantity,  i.34.37,  p. 


377;  accent,  i.43;  belong  to  what 
vowel  xxi.1-9;  relation  of  consonant 
and  vowel,  p.  72.375-7 :  see  also  the 
several  letters  and  classes,  and  Groups. 


non-aspirates,    ii.ll;     substituted    for 

non-aspir;ite  ^)efore  sibilants,  xiv.12-3; 

how  duplicated,  xiv.5 :  double  aspirates 

in  the  MSS.,  p.  290,294. 
efit,  how  Uttered,  ii.26,27.29;  combination 

with  following  vowel,  ix.l5,  x.l9-23;'d!,  dental  mute,  ii.38;  irregular  insertion 

with  preceding  a,  a,  x.7.  of,  v.8. 

Authorities  quoted  in   the   rules  of  the y,  lingual  mute,  ii.37;  product  of  alien- 

treatise,  p.  430.  ;     tion  of  ^  xiiL16.     ' 
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Dental  mutes  (^,  ih^  d,  dh,  n%  how  formed^ 

ii.38 :  see  also  the  t>everal  letters. 
dhf  dental  mute,  1138. 
d7i^  lingual  mute,  ii.37. 
iHpht^mgs  (e,  di,  o,  du):  see  the  severall;,  palatal  mute,  1136;  t  before,  to  /,  v.23; 


letters. 
Duplication,  of  n,  n,  final,  ix.18-9;  of  ch, 


kh^  bhy  xiv.8;  of  aspirate  mutes  in  the/^  palatal  mute,  iL36;  not  found  in  the 


MSS.,  p.  290,294;  duplication  in  conso- 
nant groups,  xiv.  1-7,9-28. 

e,  how  uttered,  ii.  15-7,23;  combination 
with  preceding  a,  d,  x.6 ;  with  follow- 
ing Yowel,  ix.  11,13,  X.19;  initial  a 
elided  alter,  xi.l  etc. ;  resulting  accent, 
xii.9-11;  final  a  elided  before,  x.l4; 
pragroha.  ending,  i v.  8-54. 

Elision,  see  Omission. 

Euphonic  alteration,  concerns  single  elt^- 
ment  only,  156 ;  of  a  cited  woiti,  does 
not  suijpend  rules,  i.51;  mode  ot'  inti 
mating  in  rules,  i.23,28. 

Final  consonant,  belongs  to  preceding 
vowel,  xxi.3;  makes  heavy  syllable, 
xxii.l4. 

y,  guttural  mute,  ii.35. 
gk^  guttural  mute,  ii.35. 


Insertions,  of  p,  5,  d.  anomalous,  v.4-8; 
of  At,  i,  v.32,33 ;  after  spirant  before 
mute,  xiv.9. 


n  before,  to  fi,  v.  24. 
ia{d-text,  p.  429--30. 


Sanhit;*,  p.  72. 
jikvamHUtya  {x)i  guttural  spirant,  19,  ii. 
44-5 ;  its  desig^natiou,  1.18;  occurrence, 
ix.2-4. 

^,  guttural  mute,  ii.35 ;  inserted  after  n 
before  »,  sh^  v.32 ;  h  to  8  or  ah  before, 
viii.23  etc. 

kampay  peculiar  affection  of  a  circumflex 
followed  by  another  circumflex,  xix.3- 
5;  differences  between  the  TAittiriya 
and  other  texts  as  to  its  occurrence  and 
treatment,  p.  362-3. 

kandikdSy  division  of  anuvdkas  into,  not 
recognized  by  the  Pr&ti^Akhva,  p.  5,83, 
427,430. 

KArttikeya,  asserted  author  of  the  Pr&ti- 
9Akhya.  p.  1. 

kh,  guttural  mute,  il35 ;  A  to  «  or  «A  be- 
fore, viii.23  eta;  doubled  in  certain 
words,  xiv.8. 


Orammarians  quoted  by  name  in  the  rules  hrama-texi^  p.  429. 

and  comment,  p.  430.  kshdipra  circumflex,  xx.l ;  its  occurrence, 

Grave   accent  (anuddtta),  defined,   i.39;      x.l6;  its  tone,  xx. 9. 

how  produced,  xxii.10;  grave  syllable. 


when  converted  to  enclitic  circumflex, 
xiv.29-31 ;  when  uttered  at  acute  pitch, 
xxi.10-1. 


/,  semivowel,  i.8;  how  produced,  ii.42; 
assimilate.^*  preceding  ^,  m,  n,  v. 25, 26. 
28;  resulting  nasaU,  v.26,28;  changed 


(r roups  of  consonants,  occurring  in  T&it-I     to  d,  xiii.l6;  duplication  after,  xiv.2,3, 

tiriya-Sanhit&,  detail  of  their  division  ini     7. 

syllabication,   p.    380-2,385:    make   a^,  not  a  simple  vowel,  p.    11;  of  short 

heavy  syllable,  xxii.l4.  quantity,  i.31 ;  how  produced,  ii.l8. 

Guttural  mutes  (Ar,  kh,  g,  gh,   n).   how  Labial    mutes  (p.    ph,   b,   hh,   m),   how 

formed,   ii.35:    see    also    the  several     formed,   ii.39:    see    also    the    several 

letters.  letters. 

Light  syllable,  xxii.l5. 
^  a  spirant,  i. 9 ;  not  surd,  i.  13;  interme-' Lingual    mutes    (/,   (^   d,   dh,   n),    how 

diate  between  surd  and  sonant,  ii.6;,     formed.   il37:    see    also    the    several 

inheres  in  sonant  aspirates,  ii.9 ;  uttered     letters. 

in  the  throat,  ii.46;  has  same  position  Long  vowel,  i.35:  and  see  Prolongation. 

as  following  vowel,  ii.47 ;  combination 

with  preceding  flnal    mute,   v.38-41;,m,  labial  mute,  ii.39;  assimilated  to  fol- 

before  a  nasal,  n<?^^a  inserted  after,      lowing   mute,    v.27;    and    semivowel 

xxi.l4.  (except  r),  v.28-31,  xiii3;  irreg^rly 

A,  see  visarjaniya. 


Heavy  syllable,  xxii.l4. 


dropped,  v.  1 2 ;  to  ^  before  r  or  spirant 
V.29,  xiil2;  unchanged  before  rd,  ziii. 
!  4.- 
t*.  t ;  how  formed,  ii.22 ;  combination  with  I  Manuscripts  of  Pr&ti9dkhya  and  commen- 
preceding  a,  d,  x.4;  with  following!  tary:  see  TAittiriya-Prftti^Akhya. 
vowel,  X.15;  resulting  circumflex,  x.JMutes,  i.7;  division  and  names,  i.  10,1 1 ; 
16: — i,  flnal,  result  of  irregular  pro-  what  mutes  arc  surd,  112;  modeoffor- 
longation,  1117,13;  pragraha  ending,  mation  of  the  various  series,  il35-9; 
iv.8->64.  I    their  designation,  i.27:    see  also  thft 

Increment,  how  intimated.  1.23.  I     several  Her\e%  tAid  \«\\«t%. 
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fiy  dental  mute,  ii.38 ;    change   of,  to  n,  podo-text,  peculiarities  of,  in  TAittiriya- 
before  palatals,  v.24,37 ;  to  nasal  /,  v.      SanhitA,  p.  85,98-9.369  note,  428-9. 
26-6,31;  to  %,  v.'20,21 ;  t<>  flfe,  \'\.W\\vadavrtUi  enclitic  circmnttex,    xx.6;    its 
to  ^  or  il  (through  y),  ix.20-4;  ton,      tone,  xx.l2. 


ml-12,15,16,    xiiL6-8,13-5;   physical 
ground  of  this  change,  p.  281 ;  adds  i 
before  «,  5^.  v. 33;  doubled  ix.l9. 
n,  guttural  mute,  ii.36 ;  adds  k  before  «, 
shy  V.32;  doubled,  ix.l8 


Palatal  mutes  (c,  ch,  j.  jh,  H),  1136:  see 

also  the  several  letters. 
P&^ini,  cited  in  commentary,  p.  435. 
Pauses,  quantity  of,  xxii.l3. 
ph,  labial  mute,  ii.39. 


jl,  palatal  mute,  ii.36;  n  changed  to,  v.24:,*pltUa,  see  Protracted. 


37. 
n,  lingual  mute,  ii.37 ;  n  changed  to,  vii. 

1-12,15,16,  xiii.6-8, 13-5;  detaU  of  its 

occurrence  when  not  result  of  euphonic 

causes,  xiii.9-12. 
4,  see  annsvdra. 
Nasal,   what    sounds    are,   ii.30;    nasal 


pracaya  accent,  xxi.10-1;  of  om,  xviii.3; 

vikrajna  after,  xix.2. 
jwof^wrA^a  circumflex,  xx.5;  its  occurrence. 

X.17 ;  tone,  xx.ll. 
pragraha  finals,  detail   of,   iv.1-54;    are 

uncombinable,  x.'l4;  rarely  elide  a,  p. 

264. 


quality  how  given,  ii.52 ;  its  differences  PrAti9Akhya,  see  TAittiriya. 


of  degree,  xviLl-4: — nasal  mutes,  surd 
mute  to  nasal  before,  viii.2 ;  exception, 
viii.4 ;  take  a  prefixed  surd  after  a  sibi 


prdiihaia  enclitic  circumflex,  xx.3;  its 
tone,  XX.  1 1 ;  discus.^ion  of  its  true 
character,  p.  369-70. 
lant,  xiv.9;  take  yama  after  preceding  I  Prepositions,  hst  of.  i.l5;  a  of  preposi- 
non-nasal.  xxi.l2;  take  ndsthya  afterj  tion  combines  with  r  to  or,  x.9;  usu- 
preceding  h,  xxi.l4:  see  als«»  the  sev-!  ally  take  iti  in  pada-textj  p.  229,428. 
eral  letters: — nasal  semivowels,  result i Prolongation,  irregular,  of  vowels  in  sa/h- 
of  change  of  w,  n,  v.26,28: — nasalized'     hitu.  iii.1-15;    of  vowel  after  loss  of 

ttnal  r,   viiL  17;    of    nasalized    vowel, 
xvii.5;     of   circumflex    vowel    taking 
kampa,  p.  362-3. 
Protracted  {pltUa)  vowel  quantity  of,  i. 
36;  uncombinable,  X. 24 ;  detail  of  cases 


vowel,  alternative  for  4,  v. 31,  xv.l; 
result  of  combination,  x.ll;  discussion 
of  the  doctrine  of  the  treatise  as  to  fi 
or  nasal  vowel,  p.  67-70 ;  nasalization 
of  a  final  vowel,  xv.6-8 ;  its  prolonga- 
tion, xvii.5. 
ndsikya,  or  yama,  xxi.  1 2  ;  nose-sound, 
inserted  between  h  and  nasal  mute, 
xxi.  14. 


occurring  in  SanhitA,  p.  323-4 ;  a  vowel 
following,  is  not  styled  "similar,"  i.4; 
nasalization  of,  when  final,  xv.7.8; 
tone  of  (?),  xv,9. 


nitya  circumfiex,  xx.2;  its  tone,  xx.9. 
Nose-sounds  (yartias,  fidsikya),  how  pro-  Qualifications  of  a  scholar  and   teacher, 
duced,  ii.49-51;  how  designated,  i.l8;|     xxiv.5,6. 

occurrence,   xxL12-4;    how  treated  in  Qualities  (*'/A/m«)  of  sound,  xxii.  11,  xxiii. 
syllabication,  xxi.8.  '     4-10. 

jQuantity,  see  Analysis,  p.  437. 
diphthong,    how    produced,    ii.13-4; 

r,  semivowel,  i.8 ;  how  uttered,  ii.41 ;  its 
name.  i.  1 9 ;  takes  avarabhakti  before  a 
spirant,  xxi.l5;  h  converted  into,  v.lO. 
viii.6-15;  but  lost  before  r,  and  pre- 
ceding vowel  lengtliened,  Yiii.16-7;  n 
converted  into,  ix.20-4;  causes  dupli- 
cation. xiv.4,6 ;  changes  following  n  to 
n,  xiii.6;  m  to  ^  before,  xiii.2,  xv.1-3. 


0, 

when  pragraha,  iv.6,7;  combination 
with  preceding  a,  a,  x.7;  with  follow- 
ing vowel,  ix.12-3,  x.19-23;  tinal  a 
elided  before,  x.l4;  ah  changed  to, 
before  a  and  sonant  consonant,  ix.7,8: 
initial  a  elided  after,  xi.  1  etc. 

.om,  utterance  of,  xviii.l-7. 

Omission  {lopa)^  defined,  i.57 :  how  inti 


mated,   i.23;    affects   single    elements  r,   f:   not   simple   vowels,    p.    11;   their 


only,  156;  cases  of,  irregulwr.  v.11-19; 
omis^'ion  of  A,  before  spirant  followed' 
by  surd,  ix.l;  before  a  vowel,  ix.9;  of 
a  after  e  or  o,  xi.l   eta ;  nature  of  this 


composition,  p.  392;  how  uttered,  ii. 
18;  change  following  n  to  n,  xiii.6 
etc. :  quantity  of  r,  i.31 ;  combination 
with  preceding  a,  «,  x.8,9 ;  anomalous 
conversion  to  ar,  v.9. 


omission,  xi.l9. 
Organs  of  articulation,  ii.3;  their  mode  of  Repeated  passages,  treatment  of.  1.61. 
action,   iL31-4:    and   see   the   several  Repetition  of  compound  words,  with  »ft*, 
letters  and  clns.sep.  in  pada-text,  p.  85. 

p.  Uibial  mute,  1139;  A  to  sh  or  8  before,^,  dental  spirant  i.9,  ii.44;  irregular  in- 
viii.23  etc.  I     sertions    of,     v.6,7;     omission.    v.H: 
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conversion  to  sh,  v.  10,  vi.1-13;  in- 
serted after  n  before  /,  vi.  1 4 ;  insertions 
of  k  and  t  before,  v.:'.-32 ;  s  from  A 
before  /p,  AA,  ^J,  viii. 23-35. 

Schools  of  Vedic  study  cited  by  name,  p. 
427. 

Semivowels  (y,  r,  /,  v),  i.8 ;  their  effect  on 
division  of  syllables,  xxi.7  :  and  see  the 
several  letters. 

sh,  liugiial  spirant,  i.9,  ii.44;  conversion 
of  8  to,  v.lO,  vi.1-13;  insertions  of  k 
and  t  before,  v.32-3 ;  changes  following 
<,  th,  to  (,  th,  vii.13-4;  n  to  n,  xiii.6 
etc.;  sh  from  h  before  k,  kh,  p,  viii.23- 
36. 

Short  vowels,  i.31-3. 

Sibilants  (p,  sh,  a),  see  the  several  letters, 
and  Spirants. 

Similar  vowels,  13,4. 

Sonant  utterance,  ii.4;  sonant  consonants, 
i.l4. 

Spirants  (x,  r?  ^^<  ^«  0i  A),  i.9 ;  quality  as 
regards  sonancy,  i.12-3;  require  more 
breath,  ii.ll;  mode  of  articulation,  ii. 
44-5;  h  converted  into,  ix.2-6;  inser- 
tion after,  before  mute,  xiv.9-11 ;  aspi- 
ration of  a  surd  inute  before,  xiv.12-3; 
effect  of,  on  division  of  syllables,  xxi.9 : 
see  also  the  several  letters. 

Surd  mute,  converted  to  sonant  l>efore 
sonant,  viii.3;  to  nasal  before  nasal, 
viii.2,4. 

Surd  utterance,  ii. 5, 10;  surd  consonants, 
i.l2. 

svarabhakti,  how  uttered,  ii.l9;  occur- 
rence, xxi.l  5-6 ;  belongs  to  what  sylla- 
ble, xxi.6 ;  various  kinds  of.  p.  392-3. 

svarita,  see  Circumflex. 

Syllabication,  xxi.1-14. 

Syllables,  heavy  and  light,  xxii.14-5. 


their  quoted  doctrines,  p.  430-2;  pre- 
sumable alterations  in  it,  p.  432;  its 
character,  p.  432-3. 

T&ittiriya-Sanhita,  relation  of,  to  the  text 
assumed  in  the  Pr&ti^&khya,  p.  424-7 ; 
its  divisions,  p.  430 ;  names  of  different 
parts  of,  p.  430. 

Text,  four  kinds  of,  xxiv.1-4;  various 
forms  of,  assumed  by  the  Prftiigakhya, 
p.  428-30. 

ih,  dental  mute,  ii.38 ;  changed  to  th  after 
»A,  vii.l4. 

th,  lingual  mute,  ii.37 ;  th  changed  to,  afler 
ah,  vii.l4. 

Tones  (yama),  the  twenty -one.  xxii.i2, 
xxiii.  1 1  etc. ;  tone  of  om,  xviii.4. 

Tribh&shyaratna,  manuscripts  of,  p.  1-3; 
different  versions,  p.  3 ;  its  sources,  and 
meaning  of  itn  name,  p.  6-7 ;  works 
quoted  in  it,  p.  435 ;  its  relation  to  and 
treatment  of  the  PrAti^^hya,  433-4: 
quotation  of  phrases  not  found  in  the 
SanhitA,  424  6. 

t«,  u:  how  formed,  ii.24-5;  combination 
with  preceding  a,  d,  x.5:— combination 
of  u  witli  following  vowel,  x.l5;  re- 
sulting circumflex,  x.l6: — u,  pragraha 
as  final,  iv.5;  result  of  irregular  pro- 
longation, iii.7,14;  occurrence  of  jwa- 
dishta  circumflex  in.  x.l7. 

u,  particle,  combination  of,  ix.16-7 ;  finals 
combined  with.  p.  102-4. 

uddtia.  see  Acute. 

Uncombinable  final  vowels,  x.  13, 18, 24,25. 

upadhin6niya  (^),  labinl  spirant,  i.9,  ii.44- 
5 ;  its  designation,  i.l8 ;  occurrence,  ix. 
2-4. 

UpAngas,  enumerated,  p.  422. 


U  dental  mute,  ii.38 ;  changed  to  c  or  j 
before  palatals,  v. 2 2, 23 ;  to  /  before  /, 
V.25;  n  becomes  iis  before,  vi.l4;  in- 
serted after  <,  »i,  before  «,  sh,  v.33; 
changed  to  /  after  sh  vii.l3. 

(,  lingual  mute,  ii.37  ;  adds  t  before  s,  sh, 
v.33 ;  t  changed  to,  after  sh,  vii.l3. 

tdirovyafkjana  enclitic  circumflex,  xx.7; 
its  tone,  xx.l2. 

TAittiriya-Aranyaka,  phrhses  quoted  from, 
in  commentary,  p.  425-6. 

TAittiriya-BrAhmana,  phrases  (j noted  from, 
in  commentary,  p.  425-6. 

Tftittiriya-PrAti^Akhya,  manuscripts  of,  p. 
1-3;  various  reading^  in  its  text,  see 
Additions  and  Corrections,  p.  467 ;  itsi 
commentary,  see  TribliAshyaratna ;  { 
right  to  its  name,  p.  427;  relation  of 
the  text  it  impUes  to  the  known  TAit- 
tiriya-SanhitA,  p.  424-8 ;  grammarians 
quoted  by  it,  p.  430;  cla»Biflcation  of 

VOL.   IX.  59 


V,  semivowel,  i.8;  how  uttered,  ii.43; 
irregular  omission  of,  as  initial,  v.l3; 
final,  dropped,  x.  19-23;  nasal  v  ftt)m 
m,  v.28,30;  duplication  after,  xiv.2; 
resolution  of  usual  t;  into  uv,  p.  64. 

VAjasaneyi-BrAhmana,  referred  to  in  com- 
mentary, p.  317. 

varnakrama.  see  Duplication. 

Veda,  rewards  promised  for  studying  or 
teaching,  p.  420-1 :  see  also  Yajurveda. 
TAittiriya-Sanhita. 

Vedangas,  enumerated,  p.  422. 

vikrwna  accent,  xix.1,2;  its  tone,  xvii.6. 

visarjaniya  (h),  not  a  spirant,  p.  14 ;  how 
utterL'd,  ii.46,48;  is  surd,  i.l2;  its  des- 
ignation, i.l8;  authorized  in  samhiid 
only  before  pause  and  ksJi^  ix.3;  be- 
comes spirant  before  surd,  ix.2;  drop- 
ped before  spimnt  followed  by  auwl, 
ix.l ;  to  «  or  sh,  before  k,  kh,  p,  viii.23- 
35;  tosh  before  t,  vi.5 ;  omitted  in  sah 
etc.,  v.15-7 ;  to  r  (except  before  r),  viii. 


466 


W,  D.  Whitney, 


6,7, 16-7 ;  do.  in  anomalous  cases,  v.1 0 ; 
do.  after  a,  d.  viiLS-lS;  dropped  after 
d^  ds,  ix.9;  to  y  (which  is  dropped) 
after  a- vowel,  before  vowel,  ix.lO: — 
oA  too,  ix.7,8;  do.  before  r.  p.  192-3, 
viii.  18-22. 

Vocatives  in  o,  treatment  of,  aaprtigraha, 
iv.6. 

Vowels  (a.  «,  as,  *,  »,  i3,  ti,  u,  ms,  r,  f ,  /, 
<;,  di,  o,  du),  i.5;  the  first  nine  simple, 
i.2;  similar  vowels,  i.3.4;  their  com- 
mon desigrnation,  i.20;  quantity  of,  i. 
31-3,35-«;  are  sonant,  ii.8;  how  pro- 
duced, ii.r.*-29,31-2:  combinations  of 
vowels,  and  resulting?  accent,  z.1-18; 
relation  of  consonant  and  vowel,  p.  72, 


375-7  :  see  also  the  several  letters,  and 
Nasal  vowels. 

Weight  or  quantity  of  syllables,  xxiLl4-6. 

y,  semivowel  i.8;  how  uttered,  ii40; 
dropped  as  final,  x.  19-23;  A  converted 
into,  after  a- vowel,  ix.lO;  n  converted 
into.  ix.20 ;  resolution  of  usual  y  into 
iy,  p.  64-5. 

Yajur-Veda,  depiction  of.  p.  421. 

yamas,  nasal  counterparts,  xxi.  1 3 ;  occur- 
rence, xxi.r2  ;  how  produced,  ii.49-51 ; 
l)elongf  to  what  syllable,  xxi.8. 

yamcuij  tones,  xxii.l2,  xxiii.ll  etc. 

yd.  irref^ular  omission  of,  v.  19. 
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ADDITIONS   AND   COIiliECTIONS. 

Part  of  these  emendations  are  due  to  Prof.  Weber,  who  has  called  my  attention 
to  them  in  private  communications.  A  few  slight  misprints,  of  obvious  character, 
are  not  noted  here. 

p.  2,  L  25.  The  M8.  used  by  Weber  was  another  (No.  504)  in  the  same  collection, 
containing  only  the  text  (incomplete)  of  the  PrAti5akhya. 

p.  3,  1.  1 .  Dr.  Rost's  description  of  these  MSS.  has  not  yet  appeared.  It  appears, 
however,  that  the  rules  of  the  PrAtiyakhya  are  read  interspersed  in  tlie  commentary' 
also,  as  well  as  prefixed  to  it  in  a  body  (with  separate  paging). 

p.  3, 1.  4.   The  differences  of  reading  in  the  PratiyAkhya  text  itself  are  more  nu- 
merous than  is  here  stated.    They  have  been  pointed  oui  in  the  course  of  the  work 
(either  in  the  notes  on  the  rules,  or  in  the  various  readings  to  the  comment) — 
namely,  as  occurring  (with  here  an<l  there  an  addition,  omitted  in  its  proper  place) 
in  i.61,  ii.17,51,  iv.l  1,39  (T.  W.  ahne,  for  'hne),  v.13,20  (G.  M.  ^akdra^,  for  -ram:  a 
mere  blunder),  vii.8  (G.  M.  yajttsh,  for  yq/wA),  12,  viii.8  (T.,  it  should  be  added,  has 
dropped  both  sanuta  and  stanutd),  13,35,  ix.21,22.  x.l  1  (T.  W.  B.  O.  anundsikam,  for 
'nun-).  13  (G.  M.  -pa  asiparo  bvdhniyd  jya  a  pmlui  aminanta  drsfie,  which  is  perhaps 
the  more  acceptable  reading,  since  it  gives  the  uncombinable  finals  their  uncom- 
binable  quality  in  the  rule  also).  22,  xi.l6  (G.  M.  adabdhdaa  and  ashddhah^  with 
unelided  a),  17  ((i.  M.  ahniyd  md  "mbdli),  18,19  (G.  M.  repeat  the  whole  rule,  instead 
of  its  iHSt  two  words  only),  xii.4,9  (T.  0.  a/tmin^  for  tas-),  xiii.4,13,14  (see  farther  on), 
15,  xiv.3,8  (G.  M.  upasargm;  capdtha:  a  blunder  only),  13,32,  xvi.1,5  (G.  M.  ^iistdn 
anant-:  a  blunder),  7,13  (G.  M.  omit  pipiid  in  the  rule,  as  wA\  as  its  example  in  the 
comment;  but  they  give  the  word  in  the  rehearsal  at  the  beginning  of  the  comment), 
16,19,22.26,  xvii.2,4,  xviii..'j  (T.  svarita^-  ca  pi-),  xx.9  (G.  M.  substitute  in  the  text- 
MS.  rule  xvii.6,  except  the  wortl  pdtishkarasddeh)^  xxi.5,6, 14,  xxii,7  (W.  0.  also  have 
shakah  in  the  rule,  but  not  in  the  comment),  xxiii.2,6, 10,12, 14,20,  xxiv. 4.     The 
reading  adopted  for  rule  xiii.  14  is  that  of  T.  G.  M.  (save  that  T.  has  shtfia  for  shna^ 
&nd  rdvnna,  with  virdina  under  the  v;  Mud  G.  M.  have  rdvinna  iu  the  text-MSS., 
and rdrdvnna  iu  the  MSS.  with  comment);  W.  gives  rnn  shar^  shta  mna  rdvn  (with 
w'rdma  under  both  V  and  n) ;  for  (».  the  collator  has  noted  nothing;  B.  reads  rn 
sfian  shna  mna  rdvn  grdvna.     Other  evident  copyists'  errors  occur,  of  too  little 
account  to  bo  worth  notice. 

A  reading  has  been  adopted  cimtrary  to  the  nuthority  of  all  the  MSS.  at  Lx.1,20 
(where  the  MSS.-reading  is  tkdraukdrap-),  xi.  1,17.  'l*he  writing  of  iitgya  for  ihgya 
was  noted  under  i.48. 

p.  9, 1.  16.  The  commentator,  as  will  be  .seen  under  xxi.l4,  interprets  out  of 
existence  the  ndsikya  as  an  independent  element. 

p.  11,  1.  7.  The  structure  of  r  is  defined  by  the  commentator  under  xxi.l5. 
p.  18,1.  12.  The  commentator  refers  to  some  "different  reading"  (perhaps  in 
his  (^iksliA?  there  is  no  trace  of  it  in  the  PrAti^Akhya),  beginning  jwaparri  'pa  sum, 
but  declares  it  to  have  to  do  only  with  the  addition  to  all  these  words  of  iH  (in  the 
pada-text,  namely,  which  writes  e  Hi  for  d^  ape  7t  for  apa^  and  so  on)  and  not  to 
their  receiving  the  name  upasarga.  1  still  fail  to  see  any  reason  for  the  limitation 
of  the  class  to  half  its  usual  number. 

p.  23, 1.  13.   Dele  the  hyphen  at  the  end  of  the  Hue. 

p.  33,.  1.  16.  One  may  conjecture  that  rule  43  formerly  concluded  the  treatment 
of  accent  in  this  chapter,  and  applied  to  all  the  three  kinds  of  accent;  but,  rules 
44-7,  on  the  circumflex,  being  later  interpolated,  the  connection  made  it  necessary 
to  understand  this  also  as  applying  to  the  circumflex  alone. 

.p.  34,  rule  46.  The  same  example  (from  iii.3.11  >)  is  quoted  by  the  comment 
under  this  rule  as  under  niles  43  and  47. 

p.  37, 1.  19.  Compare  under  rules  xvi.26,29,  where  this  claim  is  distinctly  made. 
But  it  is  not  entirelj  well  founded,  for  there  nre  cases  where  combinations  of  sounds 
which  are  padaa  are  quoted  as  paddikade{aA :  thus  han  in  villi,  pd  in  xvi.2,  hi  in 
xvi.l3,  etc. 
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p.  42,  11.  28,32,43,  read  iv.23  (for  iv.25). 

p.  46,  L  3.    Read  (in  part  of  the  ediiion)  alteration  for  iiasalizatiom. 

p.  82,  la»t  line.  Rcntore  (in  part  of  the  edition)  the  lost  ti^^urc  6  before  na,  at  the 
be^^iiniiigr  of  the  line. 

p.  83, 1.  2.   The  pasAage  is  found  Ht  iy.1.5 1. 

p.  87,  rule  5.  For  a^hd^  in  rule  and  translation,  read  adya ;  and  the  example,  on 
the  next  page,  is  adyd^vdd  (p.  adya-ftHit).  The  St.  Petersburg  lexicon  (in  the 
Appendix)  h:i8  this  word  in  its  prop«r  form,  but  I  unfortunately  overlooked  it. 

p.  88,  1.  28,  and  p.  99,  1.  6.    No  division  is  made  ufprd^rhga  in  padct-teit 

p.  96, 1.  28.    Read  hih  for  kdh  (in  part  of  the  edition). 

p.  101, 1.  20.  I  have  little  or  no  doubt  that  the  interpretation  here  suggested  is  the 
true  one. 

p.  103, 1.  7  from  below,  lb  is  n«»t  an  independent  word:  see  the  Si.  Petersburg 
lexicon,  s.  v.  totah. 

p.  104, 1.  24.  So  far  as  the  vocatives  in  o  are  concerned,  the  existing  pada-text 
api>ears  to  accord  with  the  Pratiyakhya :  we  have  them  with  Hi,  as  pragrahas.  for 
example,  at  i.:i.8»,l47;  4.27,  and  without  iti  at  i.2.132;  4.39.  But  o.  tUo^  upo,  and 
pro  are  followed  by  iti  wherever  they  oc*cur  (for  to.  se<*  the  prece<ling  correction), 
although  this  is  not  authorized  by  the  Prati<;akhya. 

p.  110, 1.  32.    The  pada-text  divides  dydrd-prthivi. 

p.  121, 11.  23,24.   Rea<i  (in  part  of  the  edition)  dindrdgnt  and  indrdgni. 

p.  123,1.  18.  Insert  the  omitted  example  trini  iraUi  I'idathe  antar  eshdm  {\\A. 
lis). 

p.  124,  1.  12.    Read  (in  j^irt  of  the  i^dhion)  pdt4un  for  jmtam. 

p.  132,  1.  15.    But  note  the  case  reported  under  i.59  (p.  43). 

p.  138, 1.  13.    Read  (in  part  of  the  edition)  nird  (for  nicd). 

p.  153, 1.  27.  I  have  omitted  part  of  the  passages  in  which  t  occurs  l)efoiv  .kA, 
namely  vi.d.U  i.2:  vii.2.87.  It  should  have  been  added,  too,  that  the  SanhitA  fur- 
nishes no  example  of  n  before  sh. 

p.  167,  1.  23.   The  ciiation  is  from  vi.3.3i,  as  under  the  two  preceding  rules. 

p.  160, 1.  24.  This  is  not  correct,  so  far  as  the  existing  pcuto-text  is  concerned. 
I  was  not  aware  at  the  time  of  writing  the  note  that  that  text  treated  the  avoi/raha- 
pause  as  .»*uspending  tlie  conthmance  of  accentual  influence  (see  p.  369,  first  mar- 
ginal note).  The  application  of  the  rule,  however,  is  as  stated,  compound  words 
having  been  already  provided  for  by  rule  2. 

p.  167,  I.  14.  The  |M»culianty  of  awentuation  referred  to  in  tlie  preceding  cor- 
rection would  allow  of  these  examples  being  brought  under  rule  4. 

p.  173, 1.  20.    Rend  -jHirdnuttydi . 

p.  176,  rule  1 1.  translation.    Read  havani. 

p.  179, 1.  12.  The  suggestion  of  jfiniarukti  here  is  not  well-founded,  the  sphere 
of  action  of  the  rules  in  this  and  in  the  thirteenth  chapter  being  different. 

p.  183,  1.  10.    Ahfrrdtre  pdr^ve  is  found  in  TAitt.  Aranyaka,  at  iii.13.2. 

p.  193,11.  9,10.  References  should  have  been  given  for  the  words  ahordtrd' 
bhydm  and  ahordtrayoh ;  the  former  is  found  at  ii.1.7  3  et  al.,  the  latter  at  vi.l.Si. 
Adhishavane  occurs  only  at  vi.2.114. 

p.  194,  1.  14.   The  reference  for  ruhmo  antar  is  iv.1.10*-*  et  al 

p.  199, 1.  9  from  below.  The  pada-text  leaves  brhaspati  imdivided,  so  that  the 
combination  does  not  come  within  the  ken  of  the  treatise  at  all. 

p.  199, 1.  13  from  below.    Read  (in  part  of  the  edition)  ii.1.57  for  ill. 67. 

p.  206, 1  14.  The  omission  of  h  before  a  spinint  followed  by  a  sonant  consonant 
here  referred  to  as  a  doctrine  held  in  schools  of  the  Black  Yajiis,  is  practised  in  Ae 
manuscripts  of  our^treatise  and  its  commentary  to  a  degree  far  beyond  what  can 
be  regarded  as  merely  accidental.  0.  M.  observe  it  almost  without  exception,  and 
it  prevails  also  in  the  others. 

p.  209,  nile  7.  Doubtless  ahsarvo  is  to  be  understood  here  as  an  adjective,  quali- 
fying vi8<xrjaniyah  understood,  '  h  completed  to  aA,'  as  the  comment  clearly  intends. 
This  also  removes  the  ditflcuUy  of  anuvrtti  spoken  of  on  pp.  210-11.  so  far  as  the 
implication  of  visarjawyah  is  concerned. 

p.  216,  L  2.  Read  is  for  dotis. 

p.  218,  ].  5.  The  example  pttfun  etc.  occurs  first  at  i.5.2 1. 

p.  222, 1.  12.   Read  (in  part  of  the  edition)  'gne  'vimdn  (for  -md^). 

p.  224,14.  Read  ilbo  for  lYor. 
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lAxx  jo|  *iAZ  peaH    '^°o  ^^^.  ^^  9^  'SS^  '^ 
'oooie  '0  ^q  (tZZ  d)  fj'xi  jopnn  paionb  ofirpi  si  iTn-^muvjai  aqx   '98  1  'CC^  'd 

•(81   d 
jo)  gii  (n  dAoqe  a%OQ  pniopippir  aqi  'Xje^adiniiioD  aq^  joj  *dd8  )ng   *|,{;  i  'qc;^  *d 

•9Sl!?A  ^B  pnnoi  bi  ^fosfpat^r    OC-eZ  1  '9C^  'd 

'(uopoajjoa  )8«i  aq^  Jayv  ^dvqsim  acaos  ^q 

*ad£)  aq)  ai  paiaiie)  'jpMnuDj^  joj  ^-^lavunojoi  (peSi^ireAaQ  in)  pvag   1 1  '^I^  'd 

*(*JB  OS  'd  *lZ.8l "'!  Ioa)  uopviaosrv  ptai^ionqd  'my  aq^  josaoponsmsjj;  aq^  a;  ^aaoov 

)U3|8aBg  9X{\  uo  jaded  v  m  ^nnj  ajom  ^tnod  giq)  paiapisaoo  a^gq  i    'i  i  'L8C  'd 

'9t</^  JO  ihiipv9i-p;tvt/iiw  aq;  ai  j^  aaiiojq  snq  uiiis  9  aqx   *8l  1  '98C  *d 

(sSSMOj)  i5j;-ip«dH    T  1 'ii.e  d 

*9iio  naiinj 
Bvq  (aiui)  paooas  aq^)  -ni  japan  ijjBin-D^pfmtto  aqx   '9  1  'saion  *&irai  '59£  'd 

aq)  JO  aop«9iio|Ojd  on  pire  *ajn^  papps  on  si  aiaq)  ajaqA  *v)!qQB^'*!^dUB9vff  j^ 
aqi  m  poMonoj  aaipejd  aq^  q^iAk  ^papps  aq  iCvai  )i  ^laspjooot?  pay   "f'Z  f  *^9Z  'd 

•felt 
*d)  ii'iiizz  japan  ^AkOfaq  aas  *vfin7DJui  jo  uijCaooAs  sb  oMvp  ^'^A.   'S  l  '99C  'd 

'{(tvofi  ojLpnmvs  ipufpuvq  [v/iatM^v  'a  '{J  o^.  po^ 
pjpnuiDff  '(ZTO  B^vjCaBjy-pvqig  aq)  ai  a^Rfisiid  aq)  o|  'jaq^jnj  ^oiiaa:))e  £m  Sfpso 
aq  /  ifojipnmvi  qjiM  spaa  osih   gK  s.qiOH  joia     ^Zf-  d  aag    sj'u  n  *^9C  "d 
'tiffifl  dapdaoza  ii«  'asjnoa  jo  Sn  ^vqi — ,.  siojoj  psqja^v  „   'i  '\  '9gg  "d 

•(strVllA  Joj)  gci-giiA  pBdH     l  l  VeC  d 
*.*JB  I  *d  'U8l  '*!  lo-^)  aopspossy  ivai^ionqj  aiiouaniv  aip  jo  saoii 
•oesaux  ^q^  ^1  [F\l  ^1  pa^oijd  punoj  aq  ^boi  Jddmi  s.AdipeH  'J^d   'OT  1  '91C  'd 

-VU'  JOJ  9jtp9iDyp  psaH  'MOiaq  niojj  9  1  *80€  d 
•91ixx  japun  osib  99<^  q  '\  iK)C  'd 
{)nvidd»8Vf  'nvivfi  t{\[ja.  *jo)  ;pt«rf 
•887}f  }o  pB^BOT  'oid  iqri)(^j  o)  liuipjooou  ''^vfudsfDi  P<<aj  aq  o)  HI  :)i  :)i  XaiifBO  os  ai 
iSaojAi  w\x  m  aiu  4Bq}  'j^  'q  rii  91  pae  *a[(iuiexa-jd)ii(toa  ou  ojojruaq)  si  'Aiofaq  *'a)a 
ppvtevf  efdiUBxa  aqi,  '(06K  'd)  ol'!^*^  apu  Japan  paivitoiBiBo  punoj  aq  [[\ja  %wu 
•ids  aq)  SAkOf|<>j  AUKUpiuo  {bkku  e  qoiiiAi  ui  sdnoj^  aqx  'yx>j^  jo  pBa^sui  *yx>^  apu 
siq;  o)  J)uipJo.>aB  psaj  aq  p|noM  'ajojajaqi  **a)d  y:>^  sdnoj:^  aqx  *oau  aq)  aaaM)aq 
sasBo  qong  ui  pa)ja»;ni  b.Ciimib  m  (aAoqx  'q  o\ni  Aq)  a)iHii  isjy  b  aaajs  '[BSBa  b  jo 
pjns  pa)BJid8B  UB  jaq)!a  ajojaq  'ja)dBqo  siq)  jo  sapu  aq)  oi  ifaipJoaoB  'BpaB)8  jaAoa 
)OBJids  B  )Bq)  )OBj  aq)  >{r>oiJaAO  o)  ajaq  qJSnona  ssaipaaq  sbai  ]    'q  *]  'COS  'd 

ifvfiifqpfiii8UD.i.  pifvaa  yoA'qqv/iygjtM  Saiaq 
gf^niA  )B  >JuipBaj  aq)  'yt)fiqqtm»:tva  joj  aauajajaj  oa  eAiJS  ubo  \    gg  •{  *^g  'd 

'sdnoj^  daiaiBniaj  jnoj  aq)  ai 
^(ao  Bjnaao  vfii\nfuijay}C  )Bq)  os  :(c'xi  ^q)  atisny  'uyofy  'yofif  pBa^    *g  'i  '108  *d 

')fiBJids  B  )oa  i$i  (6*1)  if  aoais  *dnojS 
aq)  JO  )aaui)Bdj)  aq)  aJdusqa  ppioM  siq)  puB  !(£*xi  Aq)  ur/ftyy  pBd^    '6  1  '96S  'd 

•5Q  rjlA  )B  punoj  SI  yi>.Y?M»>V3F    >Z  T  'l6C  d 
aiduiBxa  paB  'aoiBJdA  *apu  ni  '(-uvq  joj)  vdpf 
"fiipa  iSaipBdJ  aq)  )dopB  o)  Jd))aq  auop  aABi{  SBapqnop  pinoqs  j    '^i  a^iu  ^LZ  'd 

*(!.t  *d)  191  Japun  aas  ipaoiB) 
•8J  aq  O)  )qiino  )i  jgi  jo  ')uid8  aq)  )oa  qSnoq)  'ja))ei  aq)  Aq  uaifM  'saitu  iBjaaaS 
aq)  O)  duipjoaoB  pa))iuio  si  v  qatqM  ni  asBO  b  'jdAaAvoq  'si  ajaqx    01  1  '99S  '^ 

-a^BSBBd-oAvsyn 
UB  ai  'tl'S  Ai  )B  )Bjg  pBdj  )aBj  in  ki  ;f>V7'v  oaypun  aoi)Bniquioa  aqx  '9  '1  '991?  *d 

'  •»  Joj  o  pBaa    9  I  *5gg  -d 
'(pd-  Joj)  Mj  Mlb^  (noptpa  aq)  jo  )JBd  ui)  i»BdH    Axoiaq  mo^  1 1  '\  ^ttZ  '^ 

•p  aq)  Jd)jB  )xa)-opDtf  ai  y  dABq  uiaq)  jo  )j«d  o  9«q|  *V9iq 
*Q^  aq)  JO  ao!);pa  SiJaqa^  mojj  *jaAaAoq  'sjaaddv  )i  itn  ajojaq  pd  jo  'pui  'pvP 
qs  %z9\'ptpiut09  aq)  qoiqAk  ai  sasva  aq)  n^  aiaq  pd)oa  aAvq  j   '9C  1  'CSC  ^ 


f9f  'vujvdvfiysTftiqui  put)  vfiipij^^ijpjj'vdiMnwj; 


AMERICAN  ORIENTAL   SOCIETY. 


Proceedings  at  Boston  and  Cambridge,  May  IGth,  1866. 


The  Annual  meeting  was  held  at  the  usual  place  ^the  American 
Academy's  room,  in  the  Athenaeum  building,  Boston),  on  Wednes- 
day, May  16th,  at  10  o'clock,  a.  m.  In  the  absence  of  the  Presi- 
dent, the  chair  was  taken  by  Dr.  Jenks,  the  only  Vice-President 
present,  but  was  by  him  relinquished  to  Dr.  Anderson,  who  con- 
ducted the  deliberations  of  the  meeting. 

After  the  reading  and  acceptance  of  the  minutes  of  the  last  meet- 
ing, the  Committee  of  Arrangements  announced  their  proposed  pro- 
gramme for  the  present  session,  which  was,  on  motion,  ratified  by 
the  Society.  After  the  noon  recess,  from  1  to  4  o'clock,  the  Society 
would  re-assemble  for  hearing  communications  at  Prof  Peabody's 
in  Cambridge,  and  would  adioum  at  about  8  o'clock,  in  order  to 
accept  an  invitation  to  a  social  gathering  at  Mr.  L.  R.  Williston's. 

1.  li'easurer^s  Report. 

BECEIPTS. 

Balance  on  hand,  May  17th,  1865, $632.39 

Members'  fees :  ann.  assessments  for  the  current  year,  $265.00 

do.         do.        for  other  years,     -      125.00    390.00 

Sale  of  the  Journal, 23.00 

Total  receipts  of  the  year, 413.00 

$1,046.39 
EXPBNDmTRBS. 

Printmg  of  Journal  (voL  viii.  Part  2),  Prooeedmgs,  etc.,   •        -        -        $479.31 

Binding  and  sundries, 1 6.00 

Expenses  of  Library  and  Correspondence, 45.96 

Total  expenditures  of  the  year, $541.27 

Balance  on  liand,  May  16th,  1866, 504.12 

$1,045.39 

2.  Librarian's  Report, 

The  accessions  to  the  Library,  though  not  so  numerous  and  val- 
.uable  as  last  year,  had  been  important.  Besides  many  continua- 
tions of  series,  84  new  printed  works  and  8  manuscripts  had  been 
received.  The  names  of  the  donors  were  read,  and  tne  donations 
briefly  described. 

3.  Report  of  the  Committee  of  Publication, 

The  second  half  of  VoL  viii  of  the  Journal  was  reported  as  com- 
pleted, and  in  process  of  distribution  to  the  members.  The  Com- 
mitte  were  unable  to  state  when  the  printing  of  the  next  volume 
would  be  begun. 
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ii  Americaii  Oriental  Society : 

4.  Report  of  the  Directors. 

The  Directors  appointed  the  next  meeting  of  the  Society  to  be 
held  at  New  Haven,  in  October,  and  designated  Professors  Salis- 
bury and  Green  and  the  Corresponding  Secretary  as  a  Committee 
of  Arrangements  for  it. 

They  recommended  for  election  as  Members  of  the  Society  the 
following  persons  : 
as  Corporate  Members, 

Rev.  Nathaniel  G.  Clark,  D.D.,  of  Boston. 
Rev.  Oliver  Crane,  of  Carbondale,  Pa. 
Mr.  Richard  J.  Haldeman,  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 
Mr.  Charles  W.  Zaremba,  of  Sl  Joseph,  Wise. 

as  Corresponding  Members, 

Rev.  J.  G.  Auer,  of  West  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Mr.  Hyde  Clarke,  of  Smyrna. 

Prof  Constantine  Tischendorf,  of  Leipzig. 

whereupon,  ballot  being  taken,  they  were  declared  duly  elected. 

The  Corresponding  Secretary  presented  a  list  of  the  Members 
who  had  deceased  since  the  last  annual  meeting : 

COEPORATE   MEMBERS. 

Prof.  Charles  Beck,  of  Cambridge. 
Rev.  David  Green,  of  Westboro,  Mass. 
Rev.  Edward  C.  Jones,  of  Philadelphia. 
Dr.  Joseph  E.  Worcester,  of  Cambridge. 

COEBESPONDING  MEMBERS. 

Rev.  Henry  Ballantine,  of  Ahmednug^r,  India. 
Rev.  J.  Edwards  Ford,  late  of  Sidon,  Syria. 
Rev.  C.  C.  Hoffman,  of  Cape  Palmas,  W.  Africa. 
Rev.  Homer  B.  Morgan,  of  Antioch,  Syria. 
Rev.  Samuel  A.  Rhea,  of  Ortlmiah,  Persia. 

HONORARY   MEMBERS. 

Prof.  Friedrich  Ruckert,  of  Coburp. 

H.  M.  Pawarendr  Ramesr,  Second  King  of  Siam. 

Of  Dr.  Beck — one  of  the  oldest  surviving  members  of  the  Society 
(he  was  elected  in  May,  1843,  within  a  few  months  of  its  origina- 
tion), for  many  years  a  Vice-President,  and  always  one  of  its  most 
active  friends — an  eloquent  eulogy  was  pronounced  by  Prof.  George 
M.  Lane,  of  Cambridge,  embracmg  a  history  of  his  life,  an  account 
of  his  literary  labors,  and  an  estimate  of  his  character  as  a  scholar 
and  as  a  man. 

Dr.  S.  H.  Taylor,  of  Andover,  and  Mr.  Charles  Folsom,  of  Cam- 
bridge, also  expressed  in  a  feeling  manner  their  sense  of  the  loss 
which  the  Oriental  Society,  the  community  of  American  scholars, 
and  the  public  at  large,  had  sustained  by  the  death  of  Dr.  Beck. 

Mr.  Folsom  farther  set  forth  the  services  rendered  to  learning  by 
the  eminent  lexicographer  Dr.  Worcester,  and  paid  a  merited  trib- 
ute of  respect  to  his  memory. 

^  Rev.  E.  Burgess  and  Dr.  C.  Pickering,  of  Boston,  spoke  in  recog- 
nition of  the  labors  and  virtues  of  the  veteran  Indian  misfdonary 
Rev.  H.  Ballantine. 
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Dr.  R.  Anderson,  of  the  American  Board,  performed  the  same 
office  toward  his  former  colleague,  Rev.  Mr.  Green,  and  the  mis- 
sionaries whose  names  are  included  in  the  list. 

The  Corresponding  Secretary  added  a  few  words  respecting  some 
of  them,  and  spoke  more  particularly  of  the  renowned  Orientalist 
and  poet,  Rtlckert,  describing  an  interview  which  he  had  with  him 
in  1852. 

The  election  of  officers  being  next  in  order,  Mr.  Folsom  of  Cam- 
bridge, Dr.  Taylor  of  Andover,  and  Prof.  Packard  of  New  Haven 
were,  in  acccordance  with  custom,  appointed  a  Nominating  Coni- 
mittee  to  make  up  and  propose  a  ticket.  To  them  was  referred  a 
communication  from  Prof.  Salisbury,  of  New  Haven,  referring  to 
the  unwillingness  with  which  he  had  accepted  the  office  of  Presi- 
dent, to  which  he  was  elected  three  years  before,  and  positively 
declining  a  reflection.  The  Committee  presented  the  following 
candidates,  who  were  then  duly  elected  by  ballot : 

President — Pres.  T.  D.  Woolsey,  D.  D.,  LL.D.,  of  New  Haven. 

i  Rev.  William  Jenks,  D.D.,  "   Boston. 

Vice-Presidents  <  Hon.  Petee  Parker,  M.D.,  "   Washington. 

(  Prof.  Edward  E.  Salisbury,  "   New  Haven. 

Corre^. /Secretary — Prof.  W.  D.  Whitney,  Ph.D.,  "   New  Haven. 

Seer,  of  Classical  Section — Prof.  James  Hadley,  "  New  Haven. 

according  Secretary — Mr.  Ezra  Abbot,  "   Cambridge. 

Dreastsrer — ^Prof.  D.  C.  Oilman,  "  New  Haven. 

Librarian — Prof.  W.  D.  Whitney,  "   New  Haven. 

r  Rev.  RuFUS  Anderson,  D.D.,  "  Boston. 

(  Mr,  A.  L  CoTHEAL,  "   New  York. 

\  Prof.  W.  H.  Green,  D.D.,  -  "  Princeton. 

Directors IVroi.  J.  J.  Owen,  D.D.,  "  New  York. 

J  Prof.  A.  P.  Peabody,  D.D.,  "  Cambridga 

f  Dr.  Charles  Pickering,  "   Boston. 

^  Prof.  John  Proudph',  D.D.,  "  New  York. 

Mr.  Folsom  accompanied  the  report  with  remarks  upon  the  with- 
drawal of  Prof.  Salisbury,  which  he  was  requested  to  commit  to 
writing.  This  being  done,  those  remarks  were,  on  motion,  formally 
adopted  by  the  Society  as  an  expression  of  its  sentiments,  and  or- 
dered to  be  entered  upon  the  records  of  the  meeting.  They  were 
as  follows : 

"  When  the  Committee  accepted  their  appointment,  it  was  with  the  belief  that 
they  should  find  their  duty  limited  to  the  indication  of  a  successor  to  our  late  la- 
mented Vice-President,  Tt.  Beck ;  and  it  is  with  deep  regret  that  they  have  yielded 
to  an  understood  necessity  of  naming  for  the  office  of  President  some  other  than 
the  present  incumbent.  Not  that  they  have  hesitated  for  a  moment  whom  to  pro- 
pose, if  there  must  be  a  change. 

*'  But  the  actual  President  of  the  Society  so  early  began^  and  has  so  long  con- 
tinued, to  contribute  much  of  the  best  labor  of  his  scholarly  life  to  enrichmg  the 
pages  of  the  "  Journal,"  and,  in  all  its  pecuniary  exigencies,  has  t^ken  such  liberal 
care  for  its  publication,  that  we  have  rejoiced  in  the  hope  of  seeing  him  long  at  the 
head  of  an  institution  he  has  done  so  much  to  foster  and  adorn. 

*'  As  the  Committee  are  happy  to  learn  that  the  President's  retirement  from  his 
present  office  is  not  owing  to  reasons  of  health,  they  propose  that  the  Society  do 
not  relinquish  him  firom  the  corps  of  its  officers,  feeling  assured  that  in  no  condi- 
tion will  his  personal  efibrts  or  other  means  of  influence  be  withdrawn  from  that 
department  of  learning  which  he  has  hitherto  so  signally  served." 
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The  following  communications  were  made : 

1.  Rev.  M.  A.  Shemng,  English  missionary  at  Benares,  being 
introduced  to  the  meeting  by  Dr.  Anderson,  gave,  by  request,  an 
account  of  Benares,  as  one  of  the  chief  religious  and  literary  centres 
of  India,  and  of  its  antiquities,  which  he  had  for  many  years  been 
enga^d  in  exploring. 

2.  I^rof.  Geo.  E.  Day,  D.D.,  of  New  Haven,  made  a  brief  written 
communication,  which  was  read  by  the  Corresponding  Secretary, 
respecting  the  Syriac  version  of  the  Revelation  of  St.  Paul,  of  which 
the  translation  had  been  published  in  the  last  volume  of  the  Journal. 
He  explained  the  circumstances  connected  with  the  transmission  to 
this  country  of  the  manuscript,  which  had  been,  at  his  own  sug- 

festion,  searched  out  and  transmitted  to  him  by  the  late  Rev.  D. 
toddard.  He  then  pointed  out  that  the  impression  under  which 
the  Society  had  published  the  translation — namely,  that  the  long- 
lost  Revelation  referred  to  by  some  of  the  Church  Fathers  had  been 
now  for  the  first  time  recovered — appeared  to  have  been  an  errone- 
ous one.  On  visiting  Prof  Tischendorf  in  Leipsic,  last  summer,  he 
had  found  him  "just  then  engaged  in  preparing  for  the  press  a  Greek 
text  of  the  same  apocryphal  book,  which  he  had  discovered  in  Italy 
in  1843,  and  which  he  did  not  doubt  was  the  original  work  referred 
to  by  Augustine  and  Sozomen.  The  volume  in  which  it  is  contained, 
entitled  "Apocalypses  Apocryphse  Mosis,  EsdrsB,  Pauli,  Johannis, 
item  MariflB  Dormitio"  (LipsisB,  1866,  8vo),  has  just  been  received 
in  this  country.  Dr.  Tischendorf,  it  seems,  had  given  an  account 
of  the  contents  of  this  Revelation  of  Paul  in  the  "  Theologische 
Studien  u.  Kritiken"  for  1861.  He  still  holds  the  view  he  there 
expressed,  that  the  book  was  probably  composed  in  the  year  of  the 
death  of  the  emperor  Theodosius  (A.D.  395),  but  now  hesitates  to 
fix  upon  Palestine  as  the  place  in  which  the  author  lived.     On  com- 

Earing  the  Greek  text,  as  given  in  two  different  manuscripts,  with 
>r.  Perkins's  translation  of  the  Syriac  text,  he  pronounces  tne  Greek 
form  undoubtedly  the  purer  and  more  ancient.  Considerable  addi- 
tions, together  with  transpositions  and  other  changes,  have  been 
made  in  the  Syriac  version.  Occasionally,  however,  the  Syriac  text 
appears  to  supply  some  deficiency  in  the  original  Greek.  The 
Syriac  additions  (as  translated  into  English),  together  with  other 
variations,  Dr.  Tischendorf  has  given  in  notes  at  the  foot  of  the  page. 
As  the  matter  now  stands,  we  may  regard  the  recovery  of  this  part 
of  the  apocryphal  literature  of  the  New  Testament  as  more  complete 
than  if  either  the  Greek  or  the  Syriac  text  alone  had  been  published." 

3.  Specimens  of  the  recently  printed  Turkish  Commentary  on  the 
Koran,  by  Mr.  John  P.  Brown,  of  Constantinople ;  read  by  the  Cor^ 
responding  Secretary. 

Mr.  Brown's  letter,  accompanying  this  paper,  is  dated  January  16thf  1866,  and 
reads  as  follows : 

"  I  send  jou  a  translation  of  the  1st  and  112th  chapters  of  the  Koran,  made  from 
a  very  interesting  work  which  has  recently  been  printed  here,  under  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances. You  are  aware  that  the  Sunnee  Moslems  have  always  held  that  it  is 
sinAil  to  print  the  Koran,  and  even  to  attempt  to  translate  it  Many  commenta- 
ries, nevertheless,  exist;  some  of  them,  probably,  printed,  though  moetij  to  be 
found  only  in  manuscript  It  is  said  here  Uiat  ^e  Sultan,  having  become  aware 
that  the  Christians  possess  the  Bible  in  each  of  their  own  languages,  while  the 


Proceedings  at  Boston  and  Cambridge^  May^  1866.  v 

Koran  remains  in  Arabic,  and  therefore  unknown  to  the  masses,  ordered  that  a  con- 
cise version  should  be  printed  in  Turkish,  under  the  title  of  a  "  Commentary."  It 
is  styled  "A  Translation  (aiUed  Mewdhib^  'Gifts')  of  the  Comment»ry  called  the 
Mewdkibj  *  Escorts,'  by  the  Member  of  the  Divan  of  the  Sublime  Porte,  Ismail  Fer- 
rakh  Effendi."  The  title  Mewiihib^  '  Gifts,'  may  also  denote  that  it  is  printed  mostly 
for  private  distribution :  though  it  is,  at  the  same  time,  actually  for  sale.  I  have  a 
copy  for  the  Oriental  Society. 

.Most  of  the  versions  of  ^e  Koran  are  open  to  criticism,  and  I  have  not  found 
one  which  does  justice  to  the  ideas  of  its  author.  Translated  literully,  and  re- 
stricted to  the  words  of  the  original,  without  some  necessary  license,  a  version 
gives  but  little  satisfaction ;  and  to  explain  the  definition  by  notes  is  tedious.  In 
making  my  literal  translation  of  the  Turkish  definition,  I  have  not  examined  any 
existing  translation,  to  see  how  far  the  two  agree  with  each  other.  It  would  be  of 
interest  to  translate  the  whole  of  this  work,  as  I  am  sure  that  it  would  throw  some 
more  light  upon  the  ideas  of  the  able  and  talented  man  who,  for  the  purpose  of 
withdrawing  his  fellow-men  from  idolatry,  imagined  so  many  sublime  verses.  I 
have  selected  the  two  chapters  mentioned,  as  they  are  the  basis  of  his  particular 
creed,  or  belief,  respecting  the  Deity." 

The  translation  of  the  two  brief  chapters,  and  of  the  commentary  upon  them,  is 
expected  to  be  given  in  full  in  the  next  volume  of  the  Society's  Journal. 

4.  On  the  origin  of  the  English  Possessive  Case,  by  Pro£  James 
Hadley,  of  New  Haven ;  read  by  the  Recording  Secretary. 

The  paper  of  Prof.  Hadley  was  a  review  of  an  essay  on  "  The  English  Possessive 
Augment,"  by  Serjeant  James  Manning,  of  Oxford,  Eng.,  published  in  the  Transao- 
tions  of  the  Philologrical  Society  (London,  1 864).  Mr.  Manning  .holds  that  the 
Anglo-Saxon  genitive  was  given  up  in  the  13th  century,  and  its  place  supplied  by 
of  with  the  accusative;  but  that,  for  the  possessive  relation,  a  special  form  was 
tiien  introduced,  such  as  "  father  iw  book,"  "motlier  ^wgown,"  "diildren  his  play- 
thing," which  gradually  passed  into  "father's  book,"  "mother's  gown,"  "children's 
plaything."  Against  the  common  view,  which  identifies  the  s  of  our  possessive 
witii  that  of  the  A.-S.  genitive,  he  urges  that  the  latter  was  not  applied  to  femi- 
nines  and  plurals,  and  that  it  was  used  for  many  relations  which  are  not  expressed 
by  our  possessive.  But  Prof  tiadley  referred  to  examples  of  grammatical  forms 
(as  the  8  of  plural  noims  in  French  and  Spanish)  extended  to  classes  of  words  that 
onoe  excluded  them,  and  of  forms  (as  the  Latin  perfect  indicative  active  in  all  Ro- 
mance languages)  restricted  in  the  range  of  meanings  that  once  belonged  to  them. 
He  examined  the  constructions  of  our  possessive  which  Mr.  Manning  regards  as  in- 
consistent with  its  genitive  origin.  In  "  Caesar's  crossing  the  Rubicon,"  we  have  only 
the  ordinary  use  of  a  genitive  to  denote  the  subject  of  an  action.  In  "  John  and 
Walter's  house,"  the  possessive  s  is  added  to  "  John  and  Walter  "  taken  as  a  com- 
plex whole :  compare  e^^  in  "  three  and-twentieth."  The  same  explanation  applies 
to  "  King  of  England's  crown :"  compare  ism  in  "  Church-of-Englaiid-ism."  In  "  a 
servant  of  my  brother's,"  Lowth  regarded  "  brother's  "  as  depending  on  "  servants  " 
understood — an  explanation  which  fails  for  "  that  wife  of  my  brother's :"  it  is  better 
to  regard  the  genitive  here  as  dependent  on  a  general  idea  of  "belongings,"  " that 
which  belongs,"  the  same  idea  which  is  evidently  understood  in  "  all  mine  is  my 
brother's."  Positive  arguments  for  his  own  view  Mr.  Manning  drawn  from  the 
popular  dialects  of  modem  Germany,  and  from  the  usage  of  Semi-Saxon  and  early 
English  writers.  But  while  the  common  German  says  "  des  Vaters  sein  Buch,"  he 
says  "der  Mutter  ihr  Kleid:"  if  our  English  possessive  were  of  the  same  nature, 
we  should  have,  not  "mother  his  gown  "  (according  to  Mr.  M.'s  theory),  but  "mother 
her  gown."  That  the  Gothic  reflexive  seins  and  the  Latin  reflexive  suus  mean  her 
and  theiir  as  well  as  his,  proves,  at  most,  only  a  possibility  that  his  might  be  so  used 
In  place  of  her:  that  it  was  actually  and  currently  used  in  this  way,  there  is  no 
sufficient  reason  for  believing.  In  almost  every  instance  where  it  seems  to  be  used, 
his  refers  to  a  word  like  wi/c,  maiden^  child^  which  in  Anglo-Saxon  were  neuter,  not 
feminine.  Mr.  Manning  gives  g^at  prominence  to  a  comparison  between  the  two 
manuscri|tt8  of  Layamon's  Brut,  in  the  first  of  which,  written  about  1200  A.D.,  the 
genitive  expressed  by  his  is  rarely,  if  ever,  met  with ;  while  in  the  second,  written 
perhaps  axty  years  Uter,  such  forms  are  of  common  occurrence.    Even  here,  in  ex- 
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amining  the  first  9000  lines  of  the  poem,  Prof.  Hadley  had  found,  from  oommon 
nouns,  about  eighty  genitives  with  inflectional  «,  an'l  only  two  expressed  by  his : 
from  proper  names  of  place,  thirteen  with  inflectional  &■,  and  two  expressed  by  hia: 
even  from  proper  names  of  persons,  where  the  genitives  expressed  by  his  are  nu- 
merous there  are  nearly  as  many  with  inflectional  «,  and  the  two  forms  are  freely 
and  capriciously  interchanged.  In  the  Ormulum,  written  b^*  a  very  careful  scribe 
at  a  time  not  earlier  than  the  second  text  of  Jjayamon,  the  form  with  his  is  never 
ouce  used.  And  although  this  form  is  often  seen  in  old  English  writings,  and  duwn 
to  the  beginning  of  the  last  century,  yet  it  appears,  on  the  whole,  as  an  occasional 
— and,  seemingly,  a  merely  orthographic — variation  of  the  inflectional  genitive — a 
variation  suggested  by  a  false,  though  plausible,  etymology,  and  favored  by  the 
general  confusion  of  early  English  orthography. 

In  connection  with  this  paper,  Prof  Whitney  referred  to  another  and  wholly  new 
account  of  our  possessiye  suffix,  given  in  the  *' Reader"  for  Sept.  24,  1864,  in  the 
form  of  a  critique  upon  Mr.  Manning's  essay,  under  the  signature  of  Th.  G.  [Prof. 
Groldstiicker].  Its  author  accepts  as  satisfactory  Mr.  \:  anning's  disproof  of  the  re- 
iHtionship  between  the  suffix  in  question  and  the  ancient  genitive-ending,  but  regards 
the  former  as  a  mere  connecting-link  between  the  name  of  the  possessor  and  the 
thine  possessed,  binding  them  together  into  a  kind  of  compound.  Prof  Whitney 
combated  this  view,  hs  in  a  high  degree  far-fetched  and  fanciful,  and  attempted  to 
overthrow  the  arguments  by  which  it  was  supported.  There  is  no  more  difficulty, 
he  claimed,  in  supposing  the  retention  of  a  true  synthet'c  form  along  with  the  elab« 
oration  of  an  analytic  substitute  for  it  in  the  case  of  John's  son  and  the  son  ot  Jchin^ 
than  in  the  case  of  I  loved  amd  /  did  love.  The  positi<»n  of  the  possessive  before 
the  thing  possessed  is  no  more  fixed  in  the  case  of  a  noun  than  in  that  of  a  pro- 
noun, as  his  or  ^cr,  which  no  one  would  think  of  denying  to  be  ancient  genitives. 
And  the  s  in  such  German  words  as  Hilfstmpprn^  Liebesgahe,  is  really  a  genitive- 
ending,  or  introduced  after  the  analogy  of  such ;  precisely  as  is  the  s  of  nadiJts^ 
formed  after  the  analogy  of  cibtrnds,  morgens,  etc. 

5.  On  the  Beginnings  of  Indo-European  Speech,  by  Pro£  W.  D. 
Whitney,  of  New  Haven. 

This  paper  was  intended  to  meet  the  objections  of  those  who  are  unwilling  to 
receive  the  prevalent  l»elief  respecting  the  diaracter  of  the  germs  of  the  languages 
belonging  to  our  family — namely,  that  these  ure  radical  syllables,  indicative  of  ac- 
tion or  quality — and  who  hold  that  the  first  words  must  have  been,  rather,  signs  for 
concrete  things.  The  fundamental  error  with  such  persons  is  that  they  confound 
the  primum  cognitam  and  the  primum  denaminaium^  which  are,  in  fact,  entirely  in- 
dependent of  one  another.  Without  doubt,  the  synthetic  apprehension  of  concrete 
objects  as  such  preceded  the  analjrtic  apprehension  of  their  qualities ;  but  no  lan- 
guage-making was  possible  until  analysis  had  begun.  It  is  impracticable  to  make 
a  sign  directly  designating  n  complex  existence ;  we  can  get  hold  of  it  only  by  its 
distinctive  qualities.  All  the  processes  of  word-making,  tiiroughout  the  later  his- 
tory of  language,  are  based  upon  this  principle,  and  the  earliest  must  have  been  of 
the  same  character.  The  writer  argued  at  some  length  against  the  dcx^trine  that 
thoughts  are  impossible  without  word!<,  and  that  general  ideas  are  not  conceived  by 
beings  inferior  to  man ;  and  he  endeavored  to  set  forth  and  illustrate  the  character- 
istic differences  between  the  mental  action  of  man  and  of  the  lower  animals.  It 
was  because  all  langu£^^e-making  is  a  devising  of  intelligible  signs,  to  be  used  in 
communication  between  man  and  man.  for  ideas  which  have  been  conceived  and  for 
which  expression  is  desired,  and  because  an  intelligible  sign,  uttered  or  acted,  can 
only  body  forth  an  act  or  quality,  that  the  first  utterances  must  have  directly  meant 
the  latter,  and  have  been  applied  by  a  secondary  process  to  designating  the  beingfl 
to  which  these  belonged. 

b.  On  the  Origin  and  Antiquity  of  the  Hindu  Astronomy,  by 
Rev.  E.  Burgess,  of  South  Franklin,  Mass. 

Mr.  Burgess  defended  at  considerable  length  the  originality  of  the  Hindu  adenoe. 
His  arguments  were  briefly  controverted  by  Prof.  Whitney. 

Xo  farther  communications  being  offered,  the  Society  adjoomed. 
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Pursuant  to  adjoumment,  the  Societjr  assembled  on  Wednesday, 
October  24th,  at  3  o'clock,  p.  m.,  in  the  Library-room  of  the  Sheffield 
Scientific  School  of  Yale  College,  at  New  Haven. 

The  chair  was  takeiv  by  the  President,  Pres.  Woolsey  of  Yale 
College.  ^ 

The  minutes  of  the  preceding  meetmg  were  read  by  the  Record- 
ing Secretary  and  approved. 

The  Committee  of  Arrangements  reported  the  order  proposed  by 
thetn  for  the  present  meeting :  that  the  literary  session  be  adjourned 
at  about  6  o  clock,  till  9  o  clock  on  Thursday  morning,  and  that 
the  Society  accept  the  invitation  of  the  Corresponding  Secretary  to 
meet  socially  at  his  house  on  Wednesday  evenmg.  The  report  was 
accepted,  and  the  order  adopted. 

The  Directors  announced  that  they  had  designated  Wednesday 
the  15th  of  May,  1867,  as  the  day  on  which  the  next  Annual  meet- 
ing should  be  held  in  Boston,  and  had  appointed  Pro£  Peabody  of 
Cambridge,  with  the  Recording  and  Corresponding  Secretaries,  a 
Committee  of  Arrangements  for  that  meeting. 

They  further  recommended  for  election  to  membership, 
as  Corporate  Members : 

Rev.  William  H.  Penn,  of  Portland,  Me. 
Mr.  Henry  M.  Pierce,  LL.D.,  of  New  York. 
Rev.  Thomas  C.  Pitkin,  D.D.,  of  Buffalo,  N.  Y. 
Dr.  Ernst  Schmid,  of  White  PJains,  N.  Y. 
Rev.  James  R.  W.  Sloane,  of  New  York. 
Rev.  E.  Bailey  Smith,  of  Middletown,  Conn. 
Gen.  A.  von  Stein wehr,  of  Wallingford,  Conn. 
Mr.  Albert  B.  Watkins,  of  Fairfield,  N.  Y. 

and,  as  Corresponding  Member: 

Dr.  Adolf  Bastian,  of  Bremen. 

The  correspondence  of  the  past  half-year  was  next  presented,  and 
read  in  part.     Among  the  extracts  read  were  the  following : 
From  Rev.  E.  B.  Cross,  dated  Toungoo,  May  17th,  1866: 

"I  enclose  to  you  a  paper  which  I  have  prepared  on  the  Karens  and  their  lan- 
guage. In  1 853, 1  gave  the  Society,  by  request,  an  article  on  the  trnditions  and 
religious  beliefs  of  the  Karens.*  A  great  deal  which  was  then  unknown  in  regard 
to  the  different  tribes  of  this  remarkable  people  has  since  been  discovered. 

"  I  have  dwelt  on  tlie  peculiarities  of  Karen  grammHr,  without  entering  into  ex- 
tended comparisons  with  the  grammars  of  other  languages.  It  will  be  seen  that 
this  is  plainly  a  member  of  the  general  family  of  langpiages  of  Farther  India ;  and 
the  distinctness  of  its  peculiar  features  might  almost  entitle  it  to  claim  the  place  of 
typical  language  of  the  family.  The  philosophy  of  its  grammar  i^  essentially  dif- 
ferent from  that  of  the  grammars  of  the  West  It  may  be  safely  said  that,  If 
an  intpUigent  and  competent  scholar  should  reduce  the  Karen  grammar  to  its  true 
system,  without  taking  western  grammars  for  his  model,  nearly  the  whole  nomen- 
dature  of  the  science  would  be  dianged. 

**  I  have  by  no  means  exhausted  the  subject,  either  of  the  general  characteristics, 


^'Printed  in  the  Society's  Jonmal,  vol  iv,  p.  289  seq. 
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or  of  the  number  and  peculiarities  of  the  dialects  of  this  language.  The  gospel  is 
advancing  among  the  Karen  people,  and  revealing  new  tribes  and  new  varieties  of 
speech. 

"  But  this  people  are  interestiDg  not  solely  by  reason  of  the  variety  of  dialect 
exhibited  by  them.  Like  the  Jews  of  heathen  Greece  and  Asia  Minor  in  the 
times  of  the  Apostles,  the  Karens  are  the  lodging-place  for  the  beg^inning  of  the 
gospel."  .... 

From  Rev.  H.  H.  Jessup,  dated  Beirut,  Sept.  19th,  1866: 

"  I  take  pleasure  in  sending  you,  for  the  Society,  the  first  volume  of  Mr.  Butrus 
Bistany's  new  Arabic  Lexicon,  the  Muhii  el  Muhit.  Mr.  Bistany  is  going  on  with 
the  publishing  of  the  two  remaining  volumes  as  rapidly  as  possible.  The  price  to 
non-subscribers  will  be  four  pounds  sterling  for  the  three  volumes.  I  thmk  yon 
will  be  pleased  with  it" 

From  Hyde  Clarke,  Esq.,  dated  Smyrna,  July  <rth,  1866  : 

"  What  is  going  on  in  these  districts  is  chiefly  in  the  way  of  illustration.  For 
the  Troad,  Mr.  Frank  Calvert  has  communicated  to  me  a  new  memoir,  with  his 
latest  observations,  which  I  publish  in  Murray's  Handbook  for  Turkey,  with  other 
observations.  The  Baron  Paul  Des  Granges,  of  Athena,  a  photographer  of  emi- 
nence, has  just  visited  me  on  his  return  from  the  Troad,  where  he  has  taken  numer- 
ous views  for  the  new  work  of  the  learned  Dr.  von  Halin,  the  Austrian  consul  at 
Syra,  who  has  lately  taken  up  that  region.  Mr.  R.  Poppleton  Pullane,  an  archeolo- 
gist  of  reputation,  has  just  arrived  here.  He  is  charged  with  a  mission  from  the 
Dilettanti  Society  to  excavate  on  the  site  of  the  temple  of  Apollo  Smynthius,  near 
Assos,  in  the  southern  Troad. 

**  It  may  be  mentioned,  as  a  curious  confirmation  of  ancient  traditions,  that  dur» 
ing  the  spring  the  fields  in  the  neighborhood  of  Pergamus  have  been  ravaged  by 
hosts  of  mice.  The  Smynthian  Apollo  was  the  foe  of  mice.  These  vermin  have 
this  year  done  much  harm  to  Turkey. 

**  On  the  Lydo- Assyrian  monuments  of  our  district  I  have  already  communicated 
to  you  the  latest  news. 

'^  In  the  Ephesus  district  Mr.  Svoboda  has  continued  to  take  numerous  photo- 
graphs, and  has  proposed  to  me  the  publication  of  a  joint  work.  I  hope  he  will 
next  take  Magnesia  ad  Mffiandrum.  He  has  also  executed  fourteen  views  for  a 
work  on  Ephesus  proposed  by  Mr.  J.  T.  Wood,  an  architect  employed  on  excava- 
tions by  the  British  Museum. 

''  M.  Ernest  Renan,  I  understand  from  his  commimications,  will  in  his  next  vol- 
ume embody  his  observations  made  during  his  investigations  at  Ephesus.  I  exam- 
ined at  his  request  the  church  of  St.  John,  and  obtained  further  evidence.  My 
opinion  is  that  this  church  and  the  great  mosque  are  identical 

"I  hive  not  found  anything  in  my  late  explorations  of  the  Ephesus  distri'*t  I 
spent  some  time  fruitlessly  on  the  question  of  the  Roman  roads  beyond  Aziziel, 
one  the  main  road  from  Ephesus  to  Magnesia  ad  Mseandrum,  and  the  other,  per- 
haps, a  road  from  the  Panionium  to  Magnesia. 

"Mr.  Wood  thinks  he  has  discovered  the  shrine  of  St  Luke  at  Ephesus,  but  the 
opinion  rests  on  no  good  evidence. 

*'  Mr.  Svoboda  has  photographed  Aidin,  the  ancient  Tralles.'' 

From  the  same,  under  the  same  date : 

« 

"  I  send  you  the  Revue  Arch6ologique  of  Paris,  with  a  memoir  by  Messrs.  Greorges 
Perrot  and  Edmond  Guillaume  on  the  Pseudo-Sesostris  of  Ninfi.  It  gives  some  of 
the  most  recent  opinions  of  the  learned  world  on  the  Ljrdo- Assyrian  monuments  of 
Asia  Minor,  with  many  notes  of  my  own,  and  will  put  the  Society  in  possession  of 
the  present  state  of  this  new  and  important  subject,  which  involves  a  modification 
in  the  ancient  history  of  Asia  Minor. 

"  I  differ  from  the  learned  authors  as  to  the  road  from  Sardis  to  Smyrna  and  that 
flrom  Ephesus  to  Phocaea,  as  referred  to  by  Herodotus,  and  I  think  I  have  informed 
the  Society  of  my  last  year's  explorations.  It  is  quite  true  that  the  present  monu- 
ment is  off  the  road  from  Sardis  to  Ephesus;  but  this  is  only  an  error  of  Herodo- 
tus, and  I  doubt  if  ever  he  saw  the  monument  Thd  present  is  not  the  first  attempt 
to  represent  the  pass  in  which  the  monument  is  as  the  road  tram  Ephesus  to  Pho- 
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The  Society  assembled,  as  notified,  at  New  Haven,  on  Thurs- 
day, Oct.  20th,  at  3  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  the  President  in  the 
chair.  The  minutes  of  the  annual  meeting  in  May  last  were  read 
by  the  Recording  Secretary.  The  Committee  of  Arrangements 
communicated  an  invitation  from  Mr.  Van  Name,  Librarian  of 
Yale  College,  to  a  social  gathering  at  his  house  in  the  evening ; 
which'  was,  upon  motion,  accepted  with  thanks. 

From  the  Directors,  notice  was  given  that  the  next  meeting 
would  be  held  in  lioston,  on  the  17th  of  May,  1871,  and  that  Rev. 
Dr.  Anderson,  with  the  Recording  and  Corresponding  Secretaries, 
was  appointed  a  Committee  of  Arrangements  for  it.  Also  the 
names  of  the  following  gentlemen  were  reported,  with  the  recom- 
mendation that  they  be  elected  as  Corporate  Members : — 

Rev.  John  Anderson,  of  Waterbury,  Conn. 
Prof.  John  Avery,  of  Grinnell,  Iowa. 
Prof.  George  F.  Comfort,  of  New  York. 
Mr.  Alexander  Meyrowitz,  do. 

Mr.  Frederick  Stengel,  do. 

Mr.  Edward  C.  Taintor,  of  China. 

The  recommendation  was  adopted,  and  the  gentlemen  elected. 

The  Corresponding  Secretary  read  extracts  from  the  correspon- 
dence of  the  half-year.  In  presenting  notes  of  excuse  from  seve- 
ral gentlemen,  variously  prevented  from  being  present  at  the  meet- 
ing, he  also  took  occasion  to  refer  to  the  unwonted  absence  of 
Prof.  Salisbury,  who  had  recently  gone  to  spend  the  winter,  and 
perhaps  a  longer  time,  in  Europe.  It  was  added,  as  a  fact  inter- 
esting and  important  to  all  students  in  this  department  in  Amer- 
ica, that  Prof.  Salisbury  had,  before  leaving,  presented  to  the 
library  of  Yale  College  m  New  Haven  his  whole  collection  of  Ori- 
ental and  philological  books  and  manuscripts,  comprising  several 
thousand  volumes,  many  of  them  of  great  cost  and  value,  and  had 
made  liberal  provision  for  completing  the  collection  by  ftirther 
purchase.  So  large  and  generous  a  gift  had  rarely  been  made  to 
an  American  library,  or  so  rich  a  body  of  material  for  study  in 
this  department  been  thrown  open  at  once  to  the  public. 

A  letter  from  Rev.  James  Summers,  dated  London,  August  5th, 
1870,  speaks  of  a  magazine  for  Chinese  and  Japanese  literature, 
which  he  was  about  commencing  to  publish  in  London,  and  ex- 
presses the  hope  that  both  encouragement  and  assistance  may  be 
obtained  for  it  from  America,  whose  interest  in  the  affairs  of  that 
part  of  the  world  is  so  great,  and  which  has  done  so  much,  by  lit- 
erature and  diplomacy,  to  open  it  to  the  knowledge  of  the  West. 
Mr.  Summers  is  cataloguing  the  Chinese  and  Tibetan  treasures  of 
the  India  Office  library  in  London,  brought  forth  to  light  by  the 
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energy  of  the  late  librarian,  Prof.  Fitz-Edward  HalL  The  first 
two  numbers  of  the  magazine  referred  to,  the  "  Phoenix,"  more 
recently  received,  were  exhibited  to  the  members  present  and  ex- 
amined by  them. 

Letters  from  Rev.  Mr.  Ward,  of  New  York,  announce  a  dona- 
tion made  through  him  to  the  Society's  collections,  by  the  Pales- 
tine Exploration  Fund  Society  of  London,  of  a  set  of  the  full-size 
photographs  of  the  impressions  in  soft  paper  taken  from  the  Moa- 
bite  inscription-stone  of  King  Mesha,  and  of  plaster  casts  of  a 
number  of  the  smaller  fragments  of  the  stone,  colored  in  close  imi- 
tation pf  the  original.  The  photographs  and  casts  were  shown 
and  described  by  Mr.  Ward,  who  was  present ;  besides  clearing 
up  one  and  another  point,  of  greater  or  less  consequence,  in  the 
reading,  they  proved  in  a  striking  manner  the  faithfidness  and  skill 
with  whi<^h  M.  Ganneau's  first  copies  of  the  inscription  had  been 
made. 

Prol  J.  W.  Jenks,  of  Newtonville,  Mass.,  sent  a  copy  of  an  en- 
graving, just  made,  of  a  Japanese  "symbolical  seal,  or  armorial 
bearing,  whose  lines  are  legally  established  symbols,  to  be  inter- 
preted, like  those  of  our  heraldic  escutcheons,  according  to  fixed 
rules,  guarded  from  infringement  by  severe  laws." 

Prof  Weber,  of  Berlin,  under  date  of  Sept.  29th,  1 870,  writes 
of  the  then  approaching  celebration  (Oct  2d)  of  the  25-year  anni- 
versary of  the  German  Oriental  Society,  and  of  the  medal  which 
was  to  be  presented,  struck  in  gold,  to  the  first  four  managers  of 
the  Society's  afiairs.  Professors  Brockhaus,  Fleischer,  Pott,  and 
ROdiger  (of  whom  three  are  Honorary  Members  of  our  own  Soci- 
ety). A  copy  of  the  medal  in  bronze  was  shown  to  the  members 
present ;  the  obverse  represents  "  a  powerful  male  figure,  as  em- 
blem of  the  ancient  Orient,  resting  upon  a  lion  under  a  palm-tree, 
and  raising  himself  as  if  awaking.  Ilis  face,  unveiled  by  a  Genius, 
he  turns  toward  the  light,  with  which  German  science,  as  a  Ger- 
mania  crowned  with  oak-leaves,  approaches  him."  The  following 
distich  gives  the  simple  meaning  of  the  symbol : 

Licht  iind  lebendiges  Wort  kam  einst  den  Deutschen  vom  Aufgang ; 
Dankend  erstatten  sie  heut',  was  sie  empfangen,  zuriick. 

.  Prof.  Weber  is  occupied  with  a  (transliterated)  edition  of  the 
Taittiriya-Sanhita,  of  which  a  considerable  part  is  ready  for  the 
press. 
Dr.  John  Muir,  under  date  of  Edinburgh,  June  1st,  1870,  writes : 

"  The  fifth  volume  of  my  Original  Sauskrit  Texts  f"  ContributaoDs  to  a  knowl- 
edge of  the  cosmogony,  mythology,  religious  ideas,  lire  and  manners  of  the  Indians 
in  the  Vedic  Age  "]  is  ready,  and  may,  I  hope,  reach  you  about  the  time  this  let- 
ter does. 

"  Miiller  is  reprinting  his  Sanskrit  grammar,  and  printing  his  lectures  preliminary 
to  the  study  of  the  science  of  religions,  in  successive  numbers  of  Fraser's  Maga- 
2dne.  He  says  his  second  volume  of  the  translation  of  the  Rig- Veda  will  be  on 
the  same  plan  as  the  first — much  annotation,  and  few  whole  hymns  translated: 
when  it  is  to  come  out,  I  do  not  know.  Aufrecht  hopes  to  begin  to  print  his  glos- 
sary to  the  Rig- Veda  in  August  or  September.  Monier  Williams  has  advanced  M 
far  as  the  letter  r  with  his  Sanskrit-English  dictionary." 
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Communications  were  then  presented,  as  follows : 

1.  On  the  Karen  Inscription-plate,  by  Rev.  Alonzo  Bunker,  Mis- 
sionary of  the  A.  B.  M.  XJ.  in  Farther  India. 

Mr.  Bunker  describes  his  visit,  in  company  with  Rev.  Mr.  Vinton,  to  the  village 
of  Kai  pho-gyee,  chief  of  Western  Karenee,  on  the  Salwen  river,  twelve  days* 
journey  east  from  Toungoo.  One  of  tiie  main  objects  of  his  expedition  was  to 
obtain  a  sight,  and  if  po;3sible  a  copy,  of  the  celebrated  Plate  (see  these  Proceedings 
for  Oct..  1866,  p.  xii.,  and  for  May,  1870,  pp.  Ixxv-vi).  This,  however,  he  found 
it  very  difficult  to  accomplish,  as  the  possession  of  the  Plate  is  the  chief's  main 
title  to  authority  and  source  of  revenue,  and  the  article  is  kept  as  sacred,  and  in- 
vested with  great  mystery  and  formidable  power.  A  few  days  of  careful  diplo- 
macy, however,  secured  the  consent  of  the  chief  and  head-men  to  its  being  exam- 
ined and  even  copied,  although  the  taking  of  an  impression  in  wax.  for  which  pre- 
paration had  been  made,  was  forbidden.  Mr.  Bunker  encloses  his  original  copy, 
which  it  is  proposed  to  reproduce  in  lithograph  in  the  forthcoming  Part  of  the  So- 
ciety's Journal.  The  chief  denied  having  any  ivory  plates,  but  there  is  no  doubt 
that  he  possesses  such,  and  Mr.  Bunker  hopes  on  a  future  visit  to  obtain  sight  of 
them. 

2.  On  the  Talmud,  by  Dr.  Alexander  Meyrowitz,  of  New  York. 

Dr.  Meyrowitz  gave  a  brief  statement  of  the  principal  facts  in  the  history  of 
the  Talmud,  and  described  its  character,  reading  by  way  of  illustration  a  number 
of  passages,  in  translation. 

3.  On  Greek  Pronunciation,  by  Prof.  Lewis  R.  Packard,  of 
New  Haven. 

There  are  three  principal  theories  of  Greek  pronunciation :  that  we  should  pro- 
nounce the  language  as  the  ancients  did,  or  each  nation  according  to  the  rules  of 
its  own  language,  or  as  the  modern  Greeks  do. 

The  main  objection  to  the  first  is  that  it  is  practically  impossible  to  discover 
what  the  sounds  of  the  language  at  any  given  period  in  antiquity  were,  with  cer- 
tainty and  precision.  In  attempting  to  do  so.  we  must  rely  chiefly  on  written 
testimony,  which  cannot  accurately  convey  an  idea  of  sound. 

The  objections  to  the  second  system  are  that  it  produces  confusion  and  variety 
where  uniformity  is  desirable,  that  it  applies  modem  sounds  to  an  ancient  language 
in  disregard  of  the  effects  of  time  and  of  difference  of  race  upon  sounds,  and,  for 
the  speakers  of  English,  that  it  forces  upon  Greek  the  laws  of  a  language  abnor- 
mally irregular  in  its  pronunciation.  It  also  increases  the  difficulty  of  teaching  the 
principles  of  etymoloj^y,  and  deprives  the  student  of  the  benefit  of  learning  a  pro- 
nunciation different  from  that  of  his  own  language  and  having  in  itself  a  historical 
and  scientific  value. 

For  the  third  system  there  are  no  valid  arguments  to  be  urged.  The  fact  that 
the  modern  Gret^ks  give  a  certain  sound  to  a  given  character  by  no  means  proves 
that  the  ancient  Greeks  did  the  same,  or  that  modem  scholars  need  do  so.  The 
increased  faciUty  of  communicating  with  the  modem  Greeks  is  of  no  weight  as  an 
argument,  because  there  is  so  little  occasion  for  such  communication,  and  because 
so  much  besides  the  pronunciation  must  be  learned  to  make  it  possible.  When  we 
examine  the  particular  features  of  this  pronunciation,  we  find  no  early  authority 
for  it,  and  no  support  in  the  structure  of  the  language.  The  modem  sound  of  17, 
for  instance,  as  ee,  has  no  early  evidence  for  itself,  and  the  facts  of  the  language 
testify  against  it. 

When  then  we  wish  to  decide  how  we  should  pronounce  the  language,  we 
should  consider  first  the  use  we  make  of  it.  We  use  it  purely  for  scientific  and 
educational  purposes.  Hence  we  should  settle  upon  a  system  upon  scientific 
grounds  alone,  not  laying  too  much  stress  upon  an  exact  determination  of  precisely 
how  the  ancient  Greeks  at  any  given  time  pronounced  their  words.  Such  a  sys- 
tem could  be  settled  with  substantial  agreement  by  philological  scholars.  It  would 
give  to  the  vowels  the  Italian  sounds,  distinguishing  quantity  by  the  time  used  in 
utterance.  In  the  diphthongs  it  would  give  effect  to  each  of  the  two  elements, 
combining  them  as  nearly  as  possible  into  one  sound.     It  would  give  to  the  conso- 
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nants  the  sounds  which  the  corresponding  characters  in  English  have,  regarding  ^ 
as  the  equivalent  of  /,  t^  of  ^  surd.  Only  x  would  have  the  sound  of  the  German 
ch.  This  system  would  be  less  objectionable  and  more  useful  in  a  scientitic  and 
educational  point  of  view  than  any  other. 

A  brief  discussion  followed  the  reading  of  this  paper,  after 
which  th6  Society  adjourned  for  the  day,  and  the  remaining  com- 
munications were  presented  at  the  session  of  Friday  forenoon. 


4.  Thirteen  inedited  Letters  from  Sir  William  Jones  to  Mr. 

i afterwards  Sir)   Charles  Wilkins,   communicated  by  Prof.  Fitz- 
Cdward  Hall,  D.  C.  L. ;  presented  by  the  Corresponding  Secretary. 

Dr.  Hall's  introductory  note  accompanying  these  letters  is  as  follows : 

"The  venerated  memory  of  Sir  William  Jones  must  abundantly  suffice  to  justify 
the  publication  of  the  following  letters;  and  I  have  only  to  say,  by  way  of  intro- 
ducing them,  that  I  am  indebted,  for  the  favor  of  being  allowed  to  make  them 
public,  to  Charles  H.  Moore,  lilsq.,  who  possesses  the  originals." 

The  letters  range  in  date  from  Jan.  6,  1784,  to  Jan.  14,  1793,  and  are  interest- 
ing as  illustrating  the  progress  of  the  writer's  plans  of  study  and  their  accomplish- 
ment, and  casting  additional  light  upon  the  small  beginnings  of  a  department  of 
learning  which  has  now  assumed  great  and  unlooked-for  importance.  A  few  sen- 
tences are  extracted  here. 

".  .  .  .  Happy  should  I  be  to  follow  you  in  the  same  track  [of  Hindu  learning]; 
but  life  is  too  short  and  my  necessary  business  too  long  for  me  to  think  at  my  age 
of  acquiring  a  new  language.  All  my  hopes,  therefore,  of  being  acquainted  with 
the  poetry,  philosophy,  and  arts  of  the  Hindus,  are  grounded  on  the  expectation  of 
living  to  see  the  fruits  of  your  learned  labors."    (April  24th,  1784) 

"  ....  I  have  just  received  from  Benares  a  S'hanscrit  book,  which  puzzled  me  at 
first,  and  will,  I  hope,  continue  to  puzzle,  until  it  enlightens  me.  It  is  called  .... 
the  Dherm  SJuLstr  Menu  Smrety.  A  version  of  this  curious  work  is  promised, 
and,  when  it  comes,  I  will  set  about  learning  the  original,  if  I  can  procure  assist- 
ance from  a  good  Pendit."    (March  1st,  1785.) 

"  ....  I  have  found  a^pleasant  old  man  of  the  medical  caste,  who  teaches  me 
all  he  knows  of  the  Grammar,  and  I  hope  to  read  the  Hit  Upadks,  or  some  other 
story-book,  with  him.  My  great  object  is  the  Dherme  S'astra,  to  which  I  shall 
arrite  by  degrees."    (Sept.  17th,  1785.) 

"  .  .  .  .  You  are  the  first  European  that  ever  understood  Sanscrit,  and  will,  pos- 
sibly, be  the  last."     (Oct.  6th,  1787.) 

"I  devoured,  my  dear  Sir,  your  Bhagavad-Gitd^  and  have  made  as  hearty  a  meal 
of  your  Hitopadeaa^  for  which  I  thank  you  most  sincerely.  The  ships  of  this  sea- 
son will  carry  home  seven  hundred  copies  of  our  first  volume  of  Transactions; 
and  tlie  second  will  be  ready.  I  hope,  next  year :  but  unless  the  impression  should 
be  sold  in  London,  Harington  k  Morris  (who  print  the  book  at  their  hazard)  will 
be  losers,  and  we  must  dissolve  the  Society.  You  have  already  done  us  capital 
service,  and  will  continue  to  serve  us  by  spreading  over  Europe  your  discoveries  in 
Indian  literature.  You  have  the  honor  of  being  the  first  European  in  the  world, 
and  the  only  man,  probably,  that  ever  saw  Europe,  who  possessed  a  knowledge  of 
Sanscrit"    (Feb.  27th,  1789.) 

''  I  am  so  busy  at  this  season,  that  I  have  only  time  to  request  your  acceptance 
of  a  little  Sanscrit  poem,  which  Morris  has  printed,  and  which  you  are  the  only 
man  in  Europe  who  can  read  and  understand."    (Jan.  14thf  1793.) 

5.  On  two  Inscriptions  in  Sanskrit  characters  from  Buddhist 
temples  in  China,  by  Mr.  E.  C.  Taintor,  of  the  Chinese  Foreign 
Customs  Service. 

Mr.  Taintor  exhibited  to  the  meeting  an  inscription,  in  mixed  Chinese  and  Sans- 
krit characters,  covering  eight  sheets,  and  explained  that  it  was  an  impressi(m 
taken  from  the  faces  of  an  octagonal  marble  column  in  the  Hwa  Yen  Tan,  a  tern- 
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pie  in  the  Chinese  city  (the  southern  section)  of  Peking,  and  that  the  inscription 
was  first  brought  to  light  by  Rev.  Joseph  Edkins,  of  Qie  London  Missionary  Soci- 
ety. The  date  of  its  erection.  A.  D.  1491,  is  given  in  the  last  line  of  the  eighth 
sheet  The  first  face  of  the  column  bears  an  inscription,  in  Chinese  only,  com- 
memorating the  rebuilding  or  repairing  of  the  temple,  and  detailing  the  circum- 
stances attending  it,  in  the  style  usual  in  monumental  records  of  this  character, 
which  are  to  be  met  with  very  commonly  in  temples  in  all  parts  of  China.  The 
second  to  the  seventh  faces,  inclusive,  contain  Sanskrit  characters,  written  after 
the  Chinese  style  in  vertical  columns,  and  forming  an  inscription  as  yet  untransla- 
ted. The  eighth  face  comprises  both  Sanskrit  and  Chinese  text.  Considerable 
portions  of  the  characters  on  several  of  the  faces  of  the  column,  as  given  in  the 
copied  sheets,  are  nearly  obliterated  or  quite  indistinct,  but  can  probably  be  res- 
tored on  a  careful  examination  of  the  original. 

But  one  other  inscription  of  this  character,  containing  Sanskrit  text,  has,  so  far 
as  I  am  aware,  been  observed  in  China.  This  was  found  by  me  in  February,  1867, 
at  the  city  of  Ichow,  which  lies  about  seventy  miles  southwest  of  Peking,  at  the 
entrance  to  the  beautiful  valley  in  which  are  situated  the  Si  Ling,  or  Western 
Tombs,  the  burial  places  of  three  of  the  seven  deceased  emperors  of  the  present 
dynasty. 

Outside  the  western  gate  of  Ichow  stands  a  neat  little  three  storied  pagoda ; 
the  temple  attached  is  called  Pai  T'a  Sz,  or  the  *  White  Pagoda  Temple.'  In  front 
of  the  pagoda  stand  two  octagonal  whit«  marble  pillars,  about  a  foot  in  diameter 
and  six  feet  high.  The  westerly  one  bears  only  Chinese  characters,  and,  in  conse- 
'  quence  of  the  soft  and  perishable  nature  of  the  stone,  they  are  either  obliterated 
or  very  indistinct  Seven  of  the  eight  sides  are  covered  with  characters,  evidently 
used  phonetically,  without  regard  to  their  meaning.  No  date  or  emperor's  name 
oould  be  found.  A  block  of  marble,  with  sculptured  figures,  originally  the  capital 
of  the  pillar,  lies  a  few  feet  from  it  The  easterly  pillar  is  in  better  preservation. 
The  S.  face  has  eight  columns  of  Chinese  chanicters.  On  the  S.  E.  face  are  one 
column  of  Sanskrit  and  two  of  Chinese  characters ;  on  the  E.  face  two  Sanskrit 
and  two  Cliinese ;  on  the  N.  E.  face  three  columns  of  Chinese,  representing  pho- 
netically Sanskrit  (?)  sounds;  on  the  N.  face,  four  columns  of  the  same  character; 
on  the  N.  W.  face  three  columns,  and  W.  face  three  and  one-half  columns  of  Chi- 
nese, all  evidently  used  phonetically.  The  S.  W.  face,  the  most  important  of  all, 
as  giving  the  date  of  erection,  has  four  and  one-half  columns  of  Chinese,  fVom 
which  we  learn  that  the  column  was  placed  in  position  on  the  fifteenth  day  of  the 
eighth  month  of  the  fifth  year  of  Suen  Ho,  of  the  Sung  dynasty,  corresponding  to 
112.3  A.  D. 

As  my  own  limited  time  prevented  my  copying  the  inscription  (which  was  of 
about  the  same  length  as  the  one  from  Peking),  I  endeavored  by  the  offer  of  a  re- 
ward to  induce  some  native  to  make  a  copy  during  my  absence  at  the  Tombs ;  but 
regretted  to  find  on  my  return  the  following  day  that  no  one  had  ventured  to  un- 
dertake the  task,  on  account  of  the  great  difficulty  of  making  out  many  of  the 
characters. 

Prof.  Whitney  remarked  that  the  Sanskrit  characters  were  in  an  older  form  of 
Devanagari,  quite  different  from  that  now  in  use,  and  that  the  hasty  examination 
which  he  had  yet  been  able  to  give  to  the  inscription  had  not  enabled  him  to 
make  out  any  part  of  it,  save  the  common  Buddhist  formula  at  the  end,  om  m(mi 
padma  hum. 

6.  On  the  System  of  Duplication  in  consonant  groujps,  as  taught 
by  the  ancient  Hindu  grammarians,  by  Pro£  W.  D.  Whitney,  of 
New  Haven. 

Our  means  of  knowledge  of  the  pronunciation  of  the  ancient  Sanskrit  are  its 
pronunciation  by  the  modem  Hindus,  the  teachings  of  the  old  Hindu  writers  on 
grammar,  the  euphonic  laws  of  the  language,  and  t!ie  comparison  of  the  spoken 
alphabetH  of  other  related  languages.  Each  of  these,  in  its  order,  checks  and  cor- 
rects the  others,  and  their  combined  effect  is  to  give  us  a  confident  and  satisfac- 
tory understanding  of  the  phonetic  form  of  the  language — excepting,  of  course, 
that  tone  and  coloring  which  no  description  can  impart  The  second  source  is 
worth  more  in  India  than  elsewher^,  since  the  ancient  Hindu  phonetists  were 
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gifted  with  rare  powers  of  observation  and  analysis,  and  carried  the  science  of 
phonology  further  than  it  has  been  carried  by  any  but  the  latest  generation  even 
of  European  scholars.  Their  results  are  laid  dowu  especially  in  the  Prati9^hya8f 
and  constitute  one  main  department  of  the  interest  attaching  to  that  little  body  of 
works.  But  the  characteristic  defects  of  the  Hindu  character  appear  also  io  ^eir 
phonetic  science — ^their  tendency  to  over-refinement  of  analysis,  and  to  the  setting 
up  of  arbitrary  and  artificial  rules  in  place  of  simple  natural  laws,  determined  by 
pure  observation.  A  striking  example  of  this  is  their  system  of  duplication  in 
consonant  groups ;  this  forms  a  feature  in  all  the  PrAti9&khyas,  and  is  found  even 
in  P&nini^s  great  grammatical  text-book,  which  has  been  the  rule  of  correct  Sans- 
krit speech  for  probably  more  than  two  thousand  years.  The  system  involves  two 
chief  rules :  1,  that  the  first  consonant  in  a  group  of  two  or  more  is  to  be  pronoun- 
ced double  after  a  vowel ;  thus,  pra  after  a  is  a  ppra.  abcUt  is  abbda,  asya  is  assya^ 
and  so  on ;  2,  that  an  r  thus  situated  is  not  doubled,  but  the  consonant  following 
is  so  treated  instead,  as  in  arkka  for  arka^  urgg  vdi  for  urg  vdi,  \krgghhyas  for  t/r^- 
hkyaa^  and  so  on.  In  case  the  letter  to  be  doubled  is  an  aspirate  mute,  the  corres- 
ponding non-a8pirate  is  substituted  for  it  in  duplication :  thus,  addhvara  from  euih- 
vara,  dirggha  from  dirgha.  To  these  rules  there  are  certain  extensions  and  restric- 
tions, of  minor  importance,  and  variously  given  by  the  different  authorities.  They 
are  combined,  also,  with  a  number  of  other  insertions  and  modifications,  which  not 
infrequently  produce  very  intricate  and  formidable  results:  turning  tarn,  for  exam- 
ple, into  Uhsppm^  and  so  on.  In  the  case  of  some  of  these  insertions  and  changes, 
we  can  seem  to  see  the  physical  processes  whose  undue  appreciation  or  gross  ex- 
aggeration are  their  foundation :  but  the  physical  ground  of  the  system  of  dupli- 
cation itself  no  one  yet  has  succeeded  in  tracing  out  and  setting  forth. 

7.  On  Westphal's  new  Greek  grammar,  by  Prof.  J.  Hadley,  of 
New  Haven. 

Prof.  Hadley  referred  briefly  to  the  series  of  works  on  Greek  rhythm,  metre, 
and  music,  by  which  Westphal  has  gained  a  high,  and,  on  the  whole,  a  deser\'ed 
reputation.  Since  He»mann  and  Boeckh,  no  scholar  has  done  so  much  for  tlie  pro- 
gress of  these  studies.  His  merits  are  unden-ably  great,  though  marred  by  some 
faults — ^by  haste,  self-as-^ertion,  want  of  ingenuousness,  and  intemperance  in  con- 
troversy. In  1869,  Westphal  appeared  in  a  new  field,  with  a  Philosophisch-his- 
torische  Grammatik  der  deutschen  Sprache.  Here  he  gives,  in  general,  the  results 
arrived  at  by  Bopp,  Grimm,  and  their  successors ;  but  lays  much  stress  on  a  the- 
ory of  the  origin  of  inflections,  in  which  he  differs  from  nearly  all  comparative 
philologists.  He  holds  that  most  inflectionR  were,  at  the  outset,  not  words,  previ- 
ously separate',  which  losing  their  own  accent  became  appendages  of  other  words, 
but  mere  sounds,  without  independent  existpnce,  and  without  signiflcance,  until  by 
the  users  of  language  they  were  employed  as  inflections.  In  his  Greek  Grammar, 
just  published,  the  same  theory  is  adhered  lo;  though  much  less  prominence  is 
given  to  it.  The  author  at  first  intended  only  to  write  a  Greek  Syntax,  in  which 
the  syntactical  categories  of  Hermann  should  at  length  be  superseded  by  more 
appropriate  norms,  derived  partly  from  comparison  of  other  Indo-European  lan- 
guages, and  partly  frotn  an  intelligent  examination  of  the  Greek  literature.  But  he 
was  led  to  include  the  etjrmology,  as  without  it  his  treatment  of  the  syntax  would 
often  be  unintelligible.  Though  subordinate  in  the  plan  of  his  work,  it  is  treated 
on  a  large  scale,  receiving  447  pages,  without  including  the  verb,  which  will  prob- 
ably require  as  many  pages  more. 

This  great  length  may  be  partly  the  result  of  hasty  composition,  which  shows 
itself  in  other  ways.  Thus,  on  p.  xvii.,  the  verb  oUu  is  spoken  of  as  if  it  were  a 
contraction  of  oikou  (instead  of  oIk^u).  On  p.  58,  the  noim  arixo^ — a  masculine 
of  the  second  decL — is  set  down  as  having  its  gfenitive  in  ovc.  On  p.  17,  rinl/u  is 
given  as  the  future  of  tt^tttw,  whereas  the  classic  writers  have  rvrrTTfouy  and  Tvjjfu 
does  not  appear  until  some  five  centuries  after  the  Christian  era.  Still  worse  is  it 
with  /ca^«,  on  p.  24,  which  does  not  occur  until  late  in  the  middle  ages,  which  Pas- 
sow  describes  as  unused,  and  Liddell  and  Scott  omit  altogether.  On  p.  55,  a  form 
reelo  (=  aov)  is  mentioned  and  explained  at  length:  under  pronouns,  it  re>appears, 
in  connection  with  reolo,  pp.  377-8,  where  special  attention  is  called  lo  the  latter 
form ; — all  this  without  an  intimation  that  reoio  is  confined  to  one  line  (twice  re- 
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peated)  in  Homer,  and  that  reelo  is  a  mere  conjectural  variation  for  reoio  in  that 
line. 

Cases  of  self-contradictiou  were  also  pointed  out.  Thus  oo  p.  30,  the  author  ex- 
plains f^aeivoq  as  being  for  ^aeviog\  on  p.  70,  he  explains  it  as  being  for  ^aeervoc: 
while  on  p.  20*7,  he  pointedly  rejects  the  second  explanation  and  returns  to  the 
first  The  two  derivations  proposed  for  ^Atof — the  one  formerly  received  from  a 
root  8var,  'to  shine,'  and  the  one  suggested  by  G.  Curtius  from  t«,  *  to  burn' — are 
both  found  here,  the  first  on  p.  180,  the  second  on  p.  198,  each  without  reference 
to  the  other. 

.  Several  points  in  the  Lautlehre  were  made  subjects  of  special  criticism :  partic- 
ularly, the  failure  to  recognize  the  true  difference  between  sonants  and  surds,  as 
consisting  not  in  softness  or  hardness,  but  in  the  presence  or  absence  of  tone.  So, 
the  sounding  of  7  before/*  as  n^;  the  assertion  that  Doric  j^^ov  was  an  earlier 
form  of  riTSov)  the  assumption  that  the  Homeric  cdfft  in  the  dative  plural  was 
made  from  ai  by  doubling  the  a ;  the  statement  that  the  Greek  had  no  objection  to 
a  final  A,  supported  only  by  the  form  //A  (=^Aof)  in  a  late  epic  poet;  etc 

Among  otJier  cases  of  venturous  etymologising,  was  mentioned  Westphal's  sug- 
gestion that  the  Indo-European  numeral  *  four '  contained  the  word  *  three '  under 
the  form  tvar^  with  a  prefix  to  express  unity,  which  prefix  had  from  the  outset 
three  forms  j9a,  ka.  ta.  That  the  first  speakers  of  the  Indo-European,  while  agreed 
on  the  five  sounds  in  atvar^  and  agreed  that  a  surd  mute  must  precede  them,  were 
hopelessly  divided  into  three  parties  on  the  question  which  surd  mute  should  be 
taken,  and  that  this  division  was  propagated  to  the  first  speakers  of  the  Graeco- 
Latin,  and  down  to  the  first  speakers  of  the  Greek  itself — is  a  strange  hypothesis, 
and  an  unnecessary  one,  as  a  primitive  k  might  by  explicable  euphonic  processes 
pass  into  a  j>  or  a  ^. 

Finally,  it  was  remarked  that  Westphal  deserves  credit  for  his  attempt  to  treat 
the  Gfeek  grammar  in  the  light  of  comparative  phUology.  The  diflSculty  of  the 
attempt  might  be  admitted  as  an  excuse  for  many  imperfections.  The  work  would 
certainly  be  useful  in  overcoming  the  prejudice,  still  strong  in  Germany,  against 
any  application  of  comparative  philology  to  Greek  or  Latin  grammar. 

8.  On  two  recently  discovered  Greek  monuments,  by  Pres't 
Woolsey,  of  New  Haven. 

Pres't  Woolsey  showed  to  the  Society  a  photograph  of  a  beautiful  monument 
found  at  Athens  several  years  ago,  and  rendered  more  interesting  by  a  more  re- 
cent discovery.  The  monument  presents  to  us  the  figure  of  a  young  horseman 
over  a  fallen  foe,  and  the  inscription  on  the  base  is  this :  "  Dexilaus,  son  of  Lysa- 
nias,  of  Thorikus,  was  born  when  Teisander  was  archon,  died  when  Eubuhdes  was 
archon.  in  Corinth,  one  of  the  five  horsemen."  The  dates  are,  of  his  birth,  414 
B.  C.  (the  archon  being  called  Peisander  by  Diod.  Sic.  xiii.  7),  and  of  his  death, 
394  B.  C,  when  the  great  battle  in  the  territory  i  f  CJorinth  and  near  the  city  took 
place,  described  in  Xenophon's  HeUenica.  iv.  2.  9-23,  which  is  assigned  to  the  year 
of  Eubulides  by  Diod.  Sic,  xiv.  85-86.  In  the  inscription  there  is  nothing  deserv- 
ing notice  except — 1,  that  Teisander  is  either  a  mistake  of  the  lapidary  for  Pei- 
sander, or  else  an  early  instance  of  Tei  for  Tt,  common  enough  afterwards,  espe- 
cially on  marbles  of  Asia  Minor,  in  words  from  the  root  Ti ;  2,  that  one  of  "  the 
five  horsemen  "  naturally  seems  to  mean  one  of  the  five  who  died  in  that  "  great 
battle,"  as  it  was  called  by  Demosthenes. 

Another  inscription  lately  found  (in  March  last),  and  published  from  the  copy  of 
Mr.  Robert  P.  Keep,  our  consul  at  Peirseus,  in  the  Yale  Courant  of  April  30  last, 
records  that 

"These  horsemen  died  in  Corinth: 
Melesias,  Onetorides,  Lysitheus,  Pandias,  Nioomachus, 
Theangelus,  Phanes,  Demode^s,  Dexilaus,  Ecdelus; 
In  Coronea,  Keocleides." 

Mr.  Keep's  copy  gives  Edelus,  but  there  can  have  been  no  such  name. 

This  inscription,  on  the  cap  or  frieze  of  a  monument  of  Pentelic  marble,  occurs 
on  the  way  taken  by  Pausanias  from  the  city  to  the  Academy  (Attica  29.  2,  which 
Mr.  Keep  cites*).    He  says  *'  those  who  fell  around  (or  near)  Corinth,  lie  bjKWk!' 
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This  inscription,  it  will  be  perceived,  names  ten  horsemen  who  died  in  Corinth,  one 
of  whom  is  DezUaus,  and  the  other  inscription  sajs  that  he  belonged  to  "  the  five 
horsemen."  What  then  can  this  expression  in  the  first  inscription,  "the  five 
horsemen,"  mean? 

9.  On  Cox's  Mythology  of  the  Aryan  Nations,  by  Pro£  W.  D. 
Whitney,  of  New  Haven. 

After  excusing  the  incompleteness  and  want  of  elaboration  of  his  criticism  of 
Mr.  Cox's  work,  Prof.  Whitney  began  with  referring  to  the  new  era  made  in  the 
study  of  claHsic  mythology,  as  of  classical  language,  by  tlie  wider  Indo-European  ■ 
studies.  The  foundation  of  both  is  the  fame:  the  formation  of  certain  religious 
views  and  mythical  conceptions,  as  of  certain  ideas  and  expressions,  in  the  period 
of  Indo-European  unity,  and  their  transmission  down  to  historical  times.  To  find 
the  traceable  relics  of  these,  is  to  make  the  nearest  possible  approach  to  the  be- 
ginnings of  religious  thought  in  our  branch  of  the  human  race.  The  comparison 
of  Greek  and  Hindu  mythology  began  as  soon  as  the  Veda  was  opened  to  study, 
and  has  ever  since  yielded  more  and  more  fruit.  Max  Miiller  has  lately  done  the 
service  of  setting  it  forth  in  an  attractive  manner ;  and  has  also  given  such  prom- 
inence to  the  elements  of  the  sun  and  the  dawn  in  the  earliest  mythology  as 
almost  to  put  a  new  aspect  upon  the  whole  subject  of  mythologic  interpretation. 
His  views  are  very  attractive  and  plausible,  as  well  as  novel,  but  their  soundness 
is  yet  to  be  established  by  careful  criticism.  To  such  criticism  they  are  not  sub- 
jected by  Mr.  Cox,  who  is.  rather,  their  implicit  ncceptor  and  their  enthusiastic 
advocate,  and  who  carries  them  to  an  extreme  which  even  their  originator,  per- 
haps, would  fail  to  approve.  Mr.  Cox's  work  (in  two  stout  8vo' volumes,  London, 
1870;  is  eloquent  and  graceful,  but  wanting  in  scientific  tone,  as  in  soberness  and  co- 
herence of  reasoning;  it  is  somewhat  diffuse  and  repetitious;  the  author  is  so 
dominated  by  his  theory  as  to  be  made  often  partial  in  his  judgments,  loose  m  his 
interpretations,  and  uncritical  in  his  etymologies. 

The  main  features  of  the  solar  interpretation — ^which  Mr.  Cox  applies  to  the 
story  of  the  Odyssey  as  well  as  of  the  Iliad,  to  the  Nibelungen-Lied,  the  legends 
of  Ajthur  and  Charlemagne,  the  nursery-tales  of  Boots  and  Jack  the  giant-killer, 
and  so  on — were  stated,  and  illustrated  by  extracts  and  comments. 

No  farther  coinnmnications  being  offered,  the  Society  adjourned, 
to  meet  again  in  Boston  on  the  seventeenth  of  May  next 
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This  was  an  essay  on  the  Chinese  equivalents  for  our  word  Gk)d  which  have  been 
used  by  Christian  missionaries.  A  historical  account  was  first  g^ven  of,  the  terms 
adopted  by  the  Catholics,  from  Ricci's  time  until  the  settlement  of  the  disputes  in 
relation  to  that  matter  at  Rome  near  the  beginning  of  the  18th  century.  Then 
the  views  of  the  Protestant  missionaries  in  China  were  noticed,  the  decision  of  the 
American  Bible  Society  in  favor  of  Shin  and  against  Shanq-H  in  1860,  the  continu- 
ance of  a  part  of  the  missionaries  to  use  Sfumg-H  in  their  versions,  and  the  rise  in 
recent  years  of  an  opinion  on  the  part  of  some  very  able  translators  in  favor  of 
Tien-chu.  A  comparison  was  then  instituted  between  these  three  terms.  It  was 
claimed  that  Tien-chu — the  term  adopted  by  early  Catholic  teachers  and  authorized 
at  Rome — ^had  no  shade  of  heatheni^  or  pantheistic  thought  attached  to  it,  and  was 
well  understood  through  China,  as  the  term  in  use  to  denote  the  supreme  object  of 
Christian  worship.  At  the  same  time  it  was  admitted  that  J\en<hu  was  not  prop- 
erly a  translation  of  the  original  words  used  for  Otod  in  the  Bible.  The  term  SJUn 
was  next  examined,  and  it  was  shown  fh>m  printed  statements  of  Messrs.  HartweU 
and  Feet,  as  well  as  from  the  testimony  of  other  missionaries,  that  it  is  far  too 
vague  to  take  the  place  of  God  in  general,  although,  as  most  concede,  it  cannot  be 
wholly  dispensed  with.  Next,  STukng-ti  was  discussed  at  considerable  length,  in  con- 
nection with  the  disputes  of  the  Jesuit  and  other  Catholic  preachers,  aDd  with  the 
Chinese  religious  philosophy.  The  essay  of  the  honest  and  able  Jesuit,  Lang^bardi, 
who  condemned  Sliang-ti  and  strove  to  show  that  the  Chinese  were  atheistic  (or,  as 
we  should  say,  pantheistic)  in  their  view  of  the  universe,  not  only  in  modem  times 
but  from  the  very  origin  of  Chinese  speculation,  was  cited  with  approbation.  The 
opinions  also  of  modem  writers  on  philosophy,  of  Schelling,  and  especially  Wuttke 
in  his  Geschichte  des  Heidenthums,  were  made  use  of  to  corroborate  the  position 
taken  by  the  author  of  the  essay,  tiiat  Shcmg-tiy  as  properly  denoting  heaven  per- 
sonified, a  conception  of  naturalism  and  of  pantheism,  was  an  unsafe  representative 
of  the  scriptural  idea  of  God.  On  the  whole,  then,  Shamg-ti  being  condemned,  and 
Sh4n  as  a  leading  term  pronounced  too  vague  and  generaJ,  TUn-^u  had  the  prefer- 
ence given  to  it. 

Extended  remarks  were  made  upon  this  paper  and  its  subject  by  Dr.  Parker  and 
Rev.  Mr.  Syle,  both  of  whom  agreed  with  the  writer  in  his  definitive  rejection  of 
Shang-H^  but  thought  more  favorably  than  he  of  Shwi^  and  less  favorably  of 
Tien-chu. 

5.  On  the  views  of  Prof.  Key  and  M.  Oppert  respecting  Sanskritic 
and  Indo-European  Philology,  by  Pro£  W.  D.  Whitney,  of  New 
Haven. 

In  this  paper  Prof.  Whitney  defended  the  current  methods  and  commonly  ac- 
cepted results  of  comparative  philology  against  the  attadcs  of  Prof.  Key  (in  the 
Ti^sactions  of  the  Philological  Society  of  London,  1862-3)  and  M.  Oppert  (in  the 
Annales  de  Philosophic  Chr^tienne  for  1866).  He  began  with  pointing  out  the 
nature  and  grounds  of  the  dependence  of  general  linguistic  science  upon  Indo-Eu- 
ropean philology,  and  of  the  latter  upon  Sanskrit  study,  the  limits  to  this  depend- 
ence, and  its  liability  to  misapprehension  and  exaggeration  by  incautious  or  ill-in- 
formed students.  The  faults  of  detail  which  Mr.  Key  indicates  in  the  work  of  par- 
ticular scholars,  as  Miiller  and  Bopp,  do  not  affect  their  general  philological  method, 
and  if  his  own  basis  of  scholarship  had  been  so  extended  as  to  embrace  a  good 
knowledge  of  Sanskrit,  he  might  have  been  able  to  criticise  their  work  from  a 
higher  point  of  view,  separating  its  sound  fh)m  ite  unsound  portions,  and  duly  esti- 
mating both.  While  many  of  his  objections  are  well  taken,  others  are  insufficientiy 
founded,  and  cannot  be  maintained.  M.  Oppert's  assault  is  one  of  much  more  seri- 
ous intent,  but  much  weaker  substance  and  result  He  fully  accepte  the  Boppian 
metliod,  even  going  so  far  as  to  maintain  that  Bopp  has  exhausted  the  whole  field 
of  linguistic  science,  leaving  nothing  of  consequence  for  others  to  do  after  him :  but 
ite  conclusions  he  allows  to  be  grammatical  only,  refusing  them  any  value  as  his- 
torical and  ethnological  data ;  he  strongly  condemns  also  the  introduction  of  any  ele- 
mente  of  the  new  historical  philology  into  the  methods  of  classical  instruction. 
His  conception  of  the  scope,  bearings,  and  condition  of  the  science  is  as  far  as  pos- 
sible out  of  the  way.  He  is  not  a  general  skeptic  as  to  ethnological  connections, 
as  might  be  expected  iVcmi  his  denial  of  the  accepted  sources  of  information  re- 
specthig  them :  on  the  contrary,  he  pute  forth  the  most  detailed  and  definite  state- 
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mentB  about  the  derivation  and  oomposition  of  the  Indo-European  races,  in  general 
and  in  particular;  but  they  are  mere  dteia^  resting  upon  no  assignable  basis,  and  in 
no  small  pi^  explainable  as  the  conversions  of  doubtful  or  half-understood  hypothe- 
ses of  linguists,  drawn  from  linguistic  data,  into  absolute  facts.  A  main,  if  not  the 
main,  object  of  the  essay  is  to  deny  that  there  is  any  race-connection,  any  tie  of 
common  descent,  between  the  various  nations  speaking  the  branches  of  Indo-Euro- 
pean language :  the  author  does  not  attempt  to  disprove  the  connection,  but  treats 
it  as  a  paipably  unsound  and  absurd  dogma ;  but  his  allusions  show  that  he  regards 
the  exceptional  propagation  of  the  Latin  and  Arabic  as,  by  their  analogy,  sufficiently 
accounting  for  tiie  extension  of  Indo-European  language  over  half  a  world  of  hete- 
rogeneous tribes.  The  analogy,  however,  is  a  wholly  insufficient  and  inapplicable 
one,  as  was  attempted  to  be  G^own  by  an  inquiry  into  the  causes  of  the  spread  of 
Latin  and  Arabic,  and  an  indication  of  their  absence  in  the  ancient  history  of  Indo- 
European  speech.  M.  Oppert's  essay  is,  from  its  beginning  to  its  end,  a  tissue  of 
misrepresentations,  unwarranted  assumptions,  and  unsound  inferences,  and  cannot 
but  seriously  damage  his  reputation  as  a  linguistic  and  ethnological  scholar. 

6.  On  Chinese  Chronology,  by  Rev.  R  Burgess,  of  South  Frank- 
lin, Mass. 

Mr.  Burgess,  basing  himself  mainly  upon  the  discussions  of  the  subject  in  the  in- 
troduction to  the  last  volume  of  Dr.  Legge*s  edition  of  the  Chinese  Classics,  at- 
tempted to  show  the  unauthentic  character  of  the  accepted  Chinese  Chnmology  in 
its  earlier  period,  previous  to  the  time  of  Confhclus. 

After  the  reading  of  this  paper,  the  Society  adjourned,  to  meet 
again  in  New  Haven  in  October  next. 
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I¥om  Prtff.  G.  J.  AcUer. 

Wilhelm  von  Humboldt's  linguistdcal  Studiea  Bj  O.  J.  Adler ....  New  York: 
1866.     8vo. 

jF)rom  the  American  Academy  of  Aria  and  Scienees. 

Proceedings  of  the  American  Academy  of  Arts  and  Sdenoea  Vol.  vi,  pp.  341- 
364;  VoL  vii,  pp.  1-184.    Boston:  1864-7.    8vo. 

lyom  the  American  Antiquarian  Society. 

Proceedings  of  the  American  Antiquarian  Society, ....  Jan.  17,  1866 ;  .  . . .  Apr. 

26, 1866; Oct  21, 1865; Mar.  16, 1866  and  Apr.  26, 1866; Nov. 

16,  1866.    Boston:  1866-6.     Syo. 

Ihmi  the  American  PhUoeophiedl  Society. 

Proceedings  of  the  American  Philosophical  Society.  Nos.  73-6;  vol.  z,  pp.  1- 
264.     Philadelphia:  1866-6.     8yo. 

Transactions  of  the  American  Philosophical  Society.  Vol.  xiii,  Part  2.  Philadel- 
phia: 1866.    4to. 

Catalogue  of  the  American  Philosophical  Society's  Library.  Part  n,  Glass  v.  His- 
toric Sciences.    Philadelphia:  1866.    roy.  8yo. 

I)rom  Prof.  G.  I.  Asodti,  of  Milan. 

Studj  Ario-Semitici ....  Articolo  Secondo. — Stui^  Ir&ni,  di  Oraeiadio  Isaia  Ascoli. 
[Extracts  from  the  Memoirs  of  the  Royal  Institute  of  Lombardy,  YoL  x.]  Milan : 
1866.    4to. 

JFYom  the  Asiatic  Society  of  Bengal 

Bibliotheca  Indica,  Nos.  181, 190-92, 196-7,  204-19;  and  New  Series,  Nos.  66-100, 
viz.: 

The  Taittiriya  Sanhit^  eta    Fasc.  xz,  xzi 
The  Taittiriya  Br^mana,  etc.    Fasc.  xiy-zxi. 
The  Taittiriya  'Aranyaka  of  the  Black  Ysy'ur  Yeda,  with  the  Commentary  of 

S&yandchdrya,  edited  by  Rajendralala  Mitra.    Fasa  i-iv. 
The  Ny&ya-Dars'ana  of  Gotama,  with  the  Commentary  of  Y4tsy&yana,  edited 

by  Pandita  Jayan&r&yana  Tarkapanchdnana.    Fasc.  i-iiL 
The  Brihat-sanhitd  of  Yar&ha-Mihira.    Fasc.  iii-yiL 
The  'Srauta-Siitra  of  'As'valdyana.    Fasa  ii-x. 
The  KAmandakiya-Nitis&ra.    Fasa  iiL 
The  S&hitya-Darpana,  or  Mirror  of  Composition,  a  Treatise  on  Literary  Criticism ; 

by  Yis'Yan&tha  Kaviidja.    Translated  into  English  by  B&bu  PramadAd^isa 

Mittra  and  the  late  James  R.  Ballantyne,  LUD.    Fasa  ir-iiL 
The  S6nkhya  Aphorisms  of  Kapila,  translated.    Fasa  IL 
The  Das'a-Riipa  of  Dhananjaya.    Fasa  iii. 
Sdnkhya-S&ra;  a  Treatise  of  S&nkhya  PhUosophy,  by  Yyn^na  Bhikahu.    Bdited 

by  Fitz-Edward  HalL 1  Fasa 

The  Mim&nsd-Dars'ana.    Fasa  ii,  iiL 

Ibn  Hiy'ar*s  Biographical  Dictionary,  Yd.  lY,  Fasa  i-yii. 

The  Muntakhab  al-Taw&nkh  of  Abd-al-Q&dir  bin  i  Mal6k  ShAh  al-Bad&oni 

Edited  by  Capt.  W.  N.  Lees,  LL.D.,  and  Mawlawi  Eabir  al-din  Ahmad,  and 

Munshi  Ahmad  AIL     6  Fasa 
The  Ndrada-Panchar&tra.    Fasc.  iv. 
Wis  o  R&min.    Fasa  v. 
IqbAlnAmah-1  Jeh&ngiri  of  Motamad  Khan.     Edited  by  Mawlawis  Abd  al-Hidi 

and  Ahmad  AIL    3  Fasa 


XX  American  Oriental  Society  : 

The  'Alanig(r-N^unah.  Bj  Muhammad  Kazim  Ibn-i  Muhammad  Amin  Munflhi 
Edited  by  Mawlawis  Ehadim  Husain  and  Abd  al-Hai,  under  the  superintend- 
ence of  Mi^  W.  N.  Lees,  LL.D.    Fasa  i-vii 

The  BAdah^  N&mah,  by  *Abd  al-Hamld  Lahawri.  Edited  by  Mawlawia  Eabir 
al-Din  Ahmad  and  Abd  al-Rahim,  under  the  superintendenoe  of  M^r  W.  N. 
Lees,  LL.D.    Fasc  i,  IL 

f)rom  (he  Asiatic  Society  of  Paris. 
Journal  Asiatique.  6°^®  S^e.  Tomes  iii,  iv,  and  No&  27-32.    Paris:  1864-7.    8yo. 

JFYom  Rev.  J.  G.  Auer,  of  West  PhikMphiia. 

arebo  Grammar By  the  Rt  Rev.  John  Payne,  D.D.    New  York:  1864. 

12mo. 
Grebo  Primer Under  the  direction  of  the  same.    Second  edition.    New 

Yoric.     12mo. 

From  ITofL  J.  D.  Baldwiiij  of  Worcester . 

Catalogue  of  Additions  made  to  the  Library  of  Congress,  fh)m  Dec.  1, 1864,  to  Dec 
1,  1866.    Washington:  1865.     8yo. 

From  Dr,  A.  Bastian,  of  Bremen. 

Die  y dlker  des  Oestlichen  Asien.  Studien  und  Reisen  von  Dr.  Adolf  Bastiao.  Ers- 
ter  Band.  (3eschichte  der  Indochinesen.  Zweiter  Band.  Reisen  in  Birma  in 
den  Jahren  1861-1862.    Leipzig:  1866.     8ya 

From  the  Batavian  Society  of  Arts  and  Sdenees, 

Yerhandolingen  van  het  Bataviaasch  Genootschap  van  Kunsten  en  Wetenschappen. 

Deelzzix.     Batavia:  1862.    4to. 
Tijdsdirifl  voor  Indische  Taal-,  Luid-,  en  Volkenkunde Deel  xii.     Batavia: 

1862.     8vo. 

From  Rev.  Cephas  Bennetty  ofRanffoon. 

A  Dictionary,  English  and  Burmese By  A.  Judson.  Second  Edition.  Ran- 
goon: 1866.    roy.  8vo. 

The  Youth's  Guide  to  Arithmetia  ....    By  L.  Stilson.    Rangoon:  1866.     8vo. 

Genesis  and  Exodus  in  Burmese,  with  Dr.  Judson's  last  cmendationa  ....  Ran- 
goon: 1864.  8vo. 

The  Life  of  our  Lord  and  Saviour  Jesiis  Christ ....  3d  Burmese  edition.  Maul- 
main:  1837.     8vo. 

A  few  Simple  Rules  for  Land  Measuring,  by  L.  Stilson Rangoon :  1865.   8va 

Five  Burmese  tracts :  The  Golden  Balance. — ^The  Tree  of  Life. — The  Awakoner. — 
The  Resurrection. — Glad  Tidinga     Rangoon :  1 864-6.     12mo. 

The  Catechism.     By  Mrs.  Judson.     Rangoon:  1865.     18mo. 

The  Books  of  Genesis  and  Exodus,  in  Sgau  Karen.  Translated  by  Francis  Mason. 
Rangoon:  1864.     roy.  8vo. 

An  (Abridged)  Arithmetic,  for  the  use  of  Karen  Schools, ....  by  E.  B.  Cross. 
3d  edition.    Maulmain:  1861.     8vo. 

Primary  G^eography,  in  Sgau  Karen.  By  Mrs.  C.  B.  Thomas.  Rangoon:  1865. 
12ma 

The  Psalms  and  Proverbs.    Translated  by  Francis  Mason.    Rangoon:  1865.    12ma 

Hymns.     [Sgau  Karon.]    4th  edition.     Maulmain:  1860.     18mo. 

Revival  Hymns.     By  Rev.  B.  C.  Thomaa     2d  edition.     Rangoon:  1866.     24mo. 

A  Catechetical  History  of  the  Saviour  ....  in  Pwo  Karen.  By  Rev.  D.  L.  Bray- 
ton.     Rangoon:  1865.     24mo. 

Pwo  Catechism By  H.  L  YanMeter.    Rangoon:  1865.    24mo. 

Acts  of  the  Apostles.  ....    Rangoon:  1865.     8vo. 

The  Child's  Book.    By  Mrs.  C.  H.  Yinton.    3d  edition.    Rangoon:  1865.     24ma 

Hymns  for  Public  and  Social  Worship.     8th  edition.    Rangoon:  1863.     24ma 

Catechism.    By  Rev.  E.  L.  Abbott    4th  edition.     Rangoon:  1865.     12mo. 

The  Child's  Scripture  Catechism Prepared  by  Mrs.  Whitakor.     2d  edition. 

Rangoon:  1865.     12mo. 

From  the  Royal  Academy  of  Sciences  at  BerHn, 

Monatsberichte  der  Koniglichen  Akademie  der  Wissenschaflcn  zu  Berlin.  1864, 
1865,  1866.    Berlin:  1865-7.     8vo. 


Additions  to  the  Library  and  Cabinet,  xxi 

PhilologiBche  und  Historische  Abhandlimgen  der  etc.  1864, 1866.  Berlin :  1866-6. 
4to. 

Ihm  Prof.  Otto  BdhOingk,  of  SL  Petersburg. 

Indische  Spruche.  Sanskrit  und  DeutBch  herausgegeben  von  Otto  BohUingk.  Drit- 
terTheiL    St  Petersburg:  1866.    8yo. 

Ihm  Profeasora  Bdhtlingk  and  Both. 

Sanskrit-Worterbuch  ....  Bearbeitet  von  Otto  Bohtlingk  and  Rudolph  Roth.  Lie- 
ferungen  28-33.    St  Petersburg:  1866-7.    4to. 

Drom  the  Bombay  Branch  of  the  BoycU  Asiatic  Society. 

Journal  of  the  Bombay  Branch  of  the  Royal  Asiatic  Society.  Na  zxii.  Bombay: 
1866.     8vo. 

I^om  the  Boydt  University  of  Norway^  at  Christiania. 

Nine  scientific  essays,  published  as  University  programmes,  eta    Christiania :  1861- 

1866.    4to. 
Quellen  zur  Geschichte  des  Taufsymbols  und  der  Glaubensregel,  herausgegeben  und 

in  Abhandlungen  erlautert  von  Dr.  0.  P.  Gaspari.    I.    Christiania:  1866.    8yo. 

From  Mr.  Ifyde  Clarke^  of  Smyrna. 

Le  Bas-Relief  de  Nymphi,  d'apr^s  de  nouveaux  renseignements.  Par  MM.  Oeorges 
Perrot  et  Edmond  Guillaume.  [Extrait  de  la  Revue  Arch^logique.]  Paris: 
1866.     8vo. 

A  Help  to  Memory  in  learning  Turkish.  By  Hyde  Clarice.  Constantinople:  1862. 
12mo. 

fVom  Professor  Edward  B.  OoweU^  of  London. 

The  Kavya  Prakasa,  or  a  Treatise  on  Sanskrit  Rhetoric,  by  Mammata  Bhatta,  with 
Explanatory  and  Illustrative  Notes.  By  Mahesa  Chandra  Nyayaratna  ....  By 
order  of  E.  B.  Cowell Calcutta:  1866.     8vo. 

Ih)m  Bev.  Oliver  Crane,  of  Oarbondale,  Pa. 

Episcopal  prayer-book,  in  Arabo-Turkish.    Leipzig:  1842.    8vo. 

An  imperial  firman,  given  by  the  Sultan  Abd-ul-Mejid,  of  Turkey.    One  sheet,  22 

by  31  inches. 
A  collection  of  coins  (not  yet  identified  and  described). 

Ihm  Bev.  C.  R  A.  DaU,  of  OaJeutta. 

Dictionarium  Anamitico-Latinum,  primitus  inoeptum  ab  ....  P.  J.  Pig^eauz,  .... 

dein  absolutum  et  editum  a  J.  L.  Taberd  ....    Serampore:  1838.    4to. 
Dictionarium  Latino- Anamiticum,  auctore  J.  L.  Taberd.  .  .  .    Serampore:  1838. 

4to. 

F¥om  Mr.  Fhmk  B.  Forbes,  of  Shanghai. 

Notes  for  Tourists  in  the  North  of  China.  By  N.  B.  Dennys.  Hongkong:  1866. 
8vo. 

F^om  M.  Qairem  de  TbMy,  of  Paris. 

Cours  d'Hindoustani.  Discours  d^Ouverture  du  4  Dec,  1866;  .  .  .  .  du  3  Dea, 
1866.     Paris:  1866-6.     8vo. 

From  the  Gwmam  Oriental  Society. 

Zeitschrift  der  Deutsohen  Morgenlandischen  Gesellschaft    xix,  3, 4 ;  xx.    Leipzig: 

1866-6.    8vo. 
Indische  Studien  ....  herausgegeben  von  Albrecht Weber,    ix,  1.    Leipzig:  1866. 

8vo. 
Abhandlungen  fur  die  Kunde  des  Morgenlandes,  herausgegeben  von  der  Deutschen 

MorgenlsUidischen  Oesellschaft,  iv.  1-6,  viz.: 

A^valdyana's  GrhyasOtras,  Part  ii,  translation. 

9^tanava's  Phitsutra.    Mit  verschiedenen  Indischen  Commentaren,  Einleitung, 
Uebersetzung,  und  Anmerkungon  herausgegeben  von  Franz  Kielhom. 
Ueber  die  Jiidische  Angelologie  und  Daemonologie  iu  ihrer  Abhiingigkcit  vom 

ParsismuB.    Von  Dr.  Alexander  Kohut 
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Die  Grabschrift  des  Sidoniflchen  Ednigs  Esdunun-ezer,  Gberaetst  und  eridiirt  von 

Dr.  Ernst  Meier. 
KatM  Sarit  S&gara.    Die  MahrohenBammhing  des  Somadeva.    Buch  ix-xriiL 

Heraasgegeben  von  Hermann  Brockhaus. 

From  Prof.  D.  C.  Gihnan^  of  New  Haven. 

Seven  pamphlets  on  Java,  bound  in  one  volmne,  viz. :  A  disoourse  delivered  on  the 
11th  Sept,  1 816.  By  the  Honorable  Thcmias  Stamford  Raffles. ....  — Eaaay  on 
the  Geography,  Mineralogy  and  Botany  of  the  western  portion  ....  of  Java. 
Address^  to  the  same,  by  Dr.  Tho&  Horsfield. — Short  Accoimt  of  the  Medicinal 
Plants  of  Java. — An  Inscription  fVom  the  Kawi  or  Ancient  Javanese  Langpiage, 
....  translated  into  the  modem  idiom  by  Nata  Eusuma .  . .  . ,  rendered  into 
English  by  Mr.  Crawford,  and  submitted  to  the  Society  by  the  President, .... 
Thos.  S.  Raffles.— i>Eruption  from  the  Tomboro  Mountain  in  the  Island  of  Sum- 
bawa  on  the  11th  and  12th  of  April,  1816. — Byna  Woordelyk  Traslaat  van  een 
Javansch  Geslacht-Register  van  de  Vorsten  van  Java. — Uittreksels  uit  eenige 
Aanteekeningen  uopens  den  Javaan Door  F.  van  BoeckhdtE.     1775. 

Drom  the  Ducal  Library  at  Ooiha, 

Die  Orientalischen  Handschriften  der  Herzoglichen  Bibliothek  zu  Gotha  ....  ver- 
zeichnet  von  Dr.  WUhelm  Pertsoh.  Zweiter  Theil.  Die  Turkischen  Handschrift- 
en.   Wien:  1864.    8vo. 

JFVom  Prof  8.  S.  Eaideman,  of  Oohmbia,  Pa. 

Affixes  in  their  Origin  and  Application,  exhibiting  the  Etymologic  Structure  of 
English  Words.    By  S.  S.  Haldeman.    Phikulelphia:  1866.     12mo. 

From  Prof  Fiiz-Edward  ffaU,  of  London. 

Office  and  Dewtie  of  Kyngis  ....  be  William  Lander. ....    Edited  by  Fitzedward 

HalL [No.  3  ofEarly  English  Text  Society's  Series.]    London:  1864.   8va 

The  Monarche  and  other  Poems  of  Sir  David  Lyndesay.    Edited  by  Fitzedwaid 

HalL     [Nos.  11  and  19  of  the  same.]    London:  1866-6.    8vo. 
Scriptorum  Arabum  de  Rebus  Indids  Loci  et  Opuscula  inedita ....  reoensuit  et 

illustravit  Joannes  Gildemeister.    Fasc.  primus.    Bonnae :  1838.    8vo. 
Supplement  to  the  Glossary  of  Indian  Terms.    A-J.    By  H.   M.  Elliott .... 

Agra:  1846.    8vo. 
The  Life  of  Sheikh  Mohammed  Ali  Hazin,  written  by  himself:  edited  fW>m  two 

Persian  manuscripts By  F.  0.  Belfour  ....     London :  1831.     8va 

The  same,  translated.    By  the  same.    London:  1830.    8vo. 

Ikhwan  us-Safa.     1846.     8vo. 

Fusul  ImadL     1827.    lithographed.     8vo. 

Malavika  et  Agnimitra.    Drama  Indicum  Elalidasae  adscriptum edidit .... 

Otto  Fridericus  Tullberg.    Bonnae:  1840.    roy.  8vo. 

From  C.  A.  IMmhoe^  of  ChrisHaniOy  Norway. 

Six  archaeological  essays,  in  Norwegian,  extracts  fh>m  the  yid.-Sel8k.  Forfa.  for 
1864-5,  viz.:  Om  Guul  og  Rod  JoM  i  Gravhoie. — Om  Vsegtloddeme  i  Numme- 
landsfundet — Om  Eeds-Ringe.  II. — Om  Uesteoflfer. — Om  Helleristninger.  IL — 
Om  en  Nordisk  og  Indisk  Vteg^enhed. 

Ezechiel's  Syner  og  Chaldseemes  Astrolab.  Af  C.  A.  Holmboe.  Christiania:  1866. 
4to. 

From  Mrs.  Wooeter  Hotchkiea,  of  New  Haven. 

Lettre  sur  la  D^uverte  des  Hi^roglyphes  Acrolog^ques  ....  par  M.  J.  Elaproth. 

Paris:  1827.     8vo. 
Essai  sur  les  nieroglyphes  d'Horapollon,  et  quelques  Mots  sur  la  Gabale.     Par  M. 

le  Chevalier  de  Goulianoff.     Paris:  1827.    4to. 

F-om  Rev.  K  H.  Jeeevp^  of  Beirut 

The  Muhit  al-Muhit,  an  Arabic  Dictionary,  by  Butrus  Bistany.  Vol  I,  a — r.  rpy. 
8vo. 

From  M.  NicolaB  de  Khamhcff,  of  Pairi$. 

Mdmoiro  sur  TEthnographio  de  la  Perse,  par  Niocdaa  de  Khanikoff.  [Extract  from 
the  M^oires  de  la  Soc.  de  Geographic  de  Paris.]    Paris:  1866.    4ta 
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Notioe  de  M.  N.  de  Khanikoff,  sur  de  liyre  de  Marco  Polo.  [Extract  fVom  the  Jour- 
nal Asiatique.]    Paris:  1866.     Svo. 

From  the  UimersUy  of  Kiel 

Schriften  der  Universitat  zu  Kiel.  XI.  Aus.  dem  Jahre  1864. — XII.  Aus  dem 
Jahre  1865.    4to. 

Drom  Prof,  Adalbert  Kithn,  of  Berlin. 

Zeitschrifl  fur  Vergleichende  Sprachforschung.    zlv.  3-6;  xv;  xvi.  1-4.    Berlin: 

1866-7.     8vo. 
Beitrage  zur  Yergleichenden  Sprachforschung.    iv.  3,  4;  v.  1,  2.    Berlin:  1865-7. 

Svo. 

Drom  Prof.  Christian  Lassen^  of  Bonn. 

ludische  Alterthumskunde  von  Christian'  Lassen.  Zweite  verbesserte  und  sehr 
vermehrte  Auflage.  Ersten  Bandes  Erste  Halite:  Geographie  und  Ethnc^pra- 
phie.    Leipzig:  1866.    8vo. 

From  Rev.  Jeikn  LigginSy  of  Japan. 

One  Thousand  Familiar  Phrases  in  English  and  romanized  Japanesa  By  the  Rev. 
John  Liggins.    Second  edition.    New  York:  1867.    8vo. 

The  Oriental  Picture  Gallery. — ^The  Missionary  Picture  Gallery. ....  With  ex- 
planatory remarics,  and  missionary  information.  Edited  by  tJie  Rev.  John  Lig- 
gina    New  York:  1866.    4to. 

IVom  M.  L.  Leon  de  Boeny,  of  Poirie. 

Bevue  Orientale  et  Am^ricaine Vols,  iv,  ix,  and  Nos.  34,  38-41,  44-47. 

Paris:  1860-64.    8vo. 

From  the  Univeraity  ofLund^  Sweden. 

Acta  Univeraitatis  Lundensis.  Lunds  Universitets  Ars-Skrift  1864.  Mathematik 
odi  Naturvetenskap. — Philosophi,  Sprakvetenskap  och  HistorL  Lund:  1864-6. 
4to. 

f^om  the  Minister  of  PubUe  Instruction  of  France. 

Mission  de  Ph^de,  dirig^  par  M.  Ernest  Renan.  Texte,  I;  Planches,  I-III. 
Paris.    4to  and  foL 

From  Mr.  John  Muir^  D.  C,L.,  of  EdinbwrgK 

Six  essays  on  Hindu  religion,  by  J.  Muir  (extracts  from  the  Journal  of  the  Roy.  As. 
Soo'y),  viz. :  Progress  of  the  V edic  Religion  towards  Abstract  Conceptions  of  the 
Deity. — ^Yama  and  the  Doctrine  of  a  Future  Life  according  to  the  Rig-,  Yajur-, 
and  Atharva-Vedas. — Contributions  to  a  knowledge  of  the  Yedic  Theogony  and 
Mythology,  No.  IL — Miscellaneous  Hymns  firom  the  Rig  and  Atharva  Yedas. — 
On  ti^e  Relations  of  the  Priests  to  the  other  Classes  of  Indian  Society  in  the 
Yedic  Age.— On  the  Interpretation  of  the  Yeda. 

From  the  Boyai  Bavarian  Academy  at  Munich. 

Abhandlungen  der  Churfurstlich-Baierisdien  Akademie  der  Wissenschaften.    Yols. 

ii-ix.    MQnchen:  1764-76.    4to. 
Neue  Philosophische  Abhandlungen  der  Baierischen  Akademie  der  Wissensdiaften. 

Yols.  i-vii    MUnchen:  1778-97.    4to. 
Neue  historische  Abhandlungen  der  Baierischen  Akademie  der  Wissenschaften. 

Yol8.i-v.    Miinchen:  1779-98.    4to. 

do.        do.  do.    YoL  L    Miinchen:  1804.    8vo. 

Historische  Abhandlungen  der  K^iiglich-Baieriaohen  Akademie  der  Wissenschaften. 

Yol8.i-v.    Miindien:  1807-23.    4to. 
Abhuidlungen  der  Historischen  Classe  der  etc.    Yols.  i-viii;  ix.  1,  2;  x.  1,  2. 

Miinchen:  1833-66.    4to. 
Abhandlungen  der  Philosophisch-philologischen  Classe  der  eta    Yols.  i-x ;  xL  1. 

Munchen:  1836-66.    4to. 
Monumenta  S»cularia.    Herausgegeben  von  der  etc.    zur  Feier  ihres  Hundertjfihri- 

gen  Bestehens  am  28  Marz  1869.    Miinchen.    4to. 
Die  Gottesurtheile  der  Inder Yon  Emil  Schlagintweit    Miindien :  1866.    4to. 
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Prom  ike  Royal  LOtrary  al  MwUch. 

GataloguB  Godicum  Manu  scriptorum  Bibliothecs  Reg^  Monacensis.  I.  2,  Oxlioes 
ArabicoBcomplectens. — I.  3,Codioe8Per8ioo8oomplecten8.  Munchen:  1866.  8vo. 

J^om  Mr.  John  Murdoch,  of  India, 

Classified  Catalogue  of  Tamil  Printed  Books,  with  Introductory  Notices.  Compiled 
by  John  Murdoch.     Madras:  1865.     12mo. 

The  Indian  Missionary  Manual :  or,  Hints  to  young  Missionaries  in  India.  With 
lists  of  books.     Compiled  by  John  Murdoch.     Madras:  1864.     12ma 

Indian  Yoar-Book  for  1861.  A  Review  of  Social,  Intellectual,  and  Religious  Pro- 
gress in  India  and  Ceylon.    Compiled  by  John  Murdoch.    Madras:  1862.    8to. 

The  same,  for  1862. 

Drom  the  North  China  Branch  of  the  Hoyal  AHaHc  Society. 

Journal  of  the  North-China  Branch  of  the  Royal  Asiatic  SoQiety.  New  Series, 
n.    Shanghai:  1866.     8yo. 

From  Rev.  A.  T.  Pratt,  M.D,,  of  Syria, 

Orammaire  de  la  Langue  Arm^nienne  ....  par  J.-Ch.  Cirbied. ....  Paris:  1823. 
8vo. 

A  grammar  of  the  Ottoman  Turkish  language,  in  Turkish,  by  Fuad  Pasha.  Con- 
stantinople.    8yo. 

Catalogue  and  description  of  extant  Turkish  coins,  in  Jmkiah.  Constantinople: 
A.  H.  1280  (A.  D.  1863).     fol. 

A  manuscript  of  the  New  Testament,  in  Ancient  Armenian;  on  parchment,  311 
leaves,  about  4^  by  3^  inches. 

From  BdH  RdjendraMta  MUra,  of  CokuUa, 

Vividh&rtha-Sangraha.    A  Bengali  monthly  periodical.    Vols,  iv-vii.    Calcutta: 

1866-9.    4to. 
Rahasya-Sandarbha.    A  Bengali  monthly  periodical    Vol  I.    Calcutta:  1862.  4to. 
Prdkrta-Bhilgola,  eta    A  physical  geography,  in  Bengali;  by  R4jendraMIa  Mitra. 

Calcutta:  1861.     12mo. 
Vydkarana-prave^a,  etc.    An  Introduction  to  Bengali  grammar,  in  Bengali,  by  the 

same.    Calcutta:  1862.     12mo. 
Patra-Kaumudi ;  or,  Book  of  Letters  [in  Bengali] Compiled  by  the  Hon'ble 

W.  8.  Seton-Karr  and  the  same.    Calcutta:  1863.     12mo. 
^ilpika-dar^ana,  eta    A  life  of  (^lYBJji,  in  Bengali.    Second  edition.    Calcutta: 

1862.     12mo. 

Prom  the  Royal  Asiatic  Society  of  Oreat  Britain  and  Ireland. 

Journal  of  the  Royal  Asiatic  Society  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  New  Series, 
12;  il  1,  2.     London:  1866-7.     8vo. 

I^Yom  the  Royal  Saxon  Society  of  Sciencea. 

Berichte  iiber  die  Verhandhmgen  der  Koniglich  Sachsischen  Gesellschafl  der  Wis- 
sensdiaften  zu  Leipzig.  Philologisch-hiftorische  Classe.  xvi.  2,  3 ;  xvii ;  xviii 
1-3.     Leipzig:  1864-6.     8vo. 

Abhandlungen  der  Philologisch-historisGhen  Classe  der  eta  iv.  6-7 ;  v.  1,  2.  Leip- 
zig: 1866-6.    roy.  8vo. 

Prom  the  Sanskrit  Text  Sodety,  of  London. 

The  Jaiminiya-Ny&ya-M&ld-Vistara  of  M&dhavfichArya.  Edited  for  the  Sanskrit 
Text  Society  by  Theodor  Goldstucker.     Parts  i,  ii.    London :  1866.    4to. 

Prom  Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of  Stale  far  India. 

The  Aitareya  Brahmanam  of  the  Rig-Veda ....  Edited,  translated,  and  ex- 
plained by  Martin  Haug  ....    Bombay:  1863.    2  vols.  l2mo. 

Prom  the  Imperial  Academy  of  Sciences  at  SL  Petersburg. 

Bulletin  de  TAcad^ie  Imp^riale  des  Sciences  de  St  P^rsboui^.    iv.  1 ;  viL  3-6; 

viii,  ix.     St  Petersburg:  1864-6.    4to. 
M^moires  do  I'Aa  Imp.  eta    v.  1 ;  vi.  10;  vii-ix;  x.  1,  2.    St  Petersburg:  1862-6. 

4to. 
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Beitrage  zur  Kenntniss  der  Iranischen  Sprachen.  IT.  Theil,  1  u.  3  Lief.  Masan- 
deranische  Sprache  ....  herauHgegoben  von  B.  Dorn.  St  Petersburg:  1866. 
8vo. 

fhrni  Rev.  M.  A.  Sherrxng^  of  Benares. 

The  Transactions  of  the  Benares  Institute,  for  the  Session  1864-5.  Benares :  1 865. 
8vo. 

Pour  archffiological  essays,  by  Rev.  M.  A.  Sherring,  viz. :  Bei^ares  and  its  antiqui- 
ties.— Description  of  the  Buddhist  Ruins  at  Bakariya  Cimd,  Benares. — Some 
Account  of  Ancient  Remains  at  Snidpiir  and  Bhitari. — Benares,  Past  and  Present 

VidyjisTira  ['  Essence  of  knowledge '].  Mirzapore  Educational  Books.  Hindi  Series. 
No.  I.     3d  edition.     Mirzapore :  1862.     8vo. 

An  illustrated  work  on  natural  history,  do.  Urdu  Series.  No.  VI.  Mirzapore: 
1864.     8vo. 

Prom  the  Smiihsanian  InstUuHon. 

Smithsonian  Miscellaneous  Collections,    vl  vil     Washington:  1867.     8vo. 
Smithsonian  Contributions  to  Knowledge,    xiv.     Washington:  1865.    4to. 

From  Rev.  J.  P.  Thompaon^  D.D.^  of  New  York. 

Grammar  of  the  Hawaiian  Language.     By  L.  Andrews.     Honolulu:  1851.     8vo. 

A  Dictionary  of  the  Hawaiian  Language,  to  which  is  appended  an  English- Hawai- 
ian Vocabulary ....     By  Lorrin  Andrews.     Honolulu:  1865.     8vo. 

A  short  Synopsis  of  the  most  essential  points  in  the  Hawaiian  Grammar  ....  By 
W.  D.  Alexander.     Honolulu:  1864.     12mo. 

From  Prof.  C.  J.  Tbmberg^  of  Jjund. 

Ibn-el-Athiri  Chronicon  ....  Edidit  Carolus  Johannes  Tomberg.  Volumen  Septi- 
mum. — Volumen  prim  urn.     Lugduni:  1865-7.     8vo. 

From  ihe  JSibingen  University  lAbrairy. 

Systematisch-alpliabetischor  Hauptkatalog  der  Koniglichen  Universitatsbibliothek 
zu  Tubingen.  F.  Geschichte  und  ihre  Hiilfswissenschaflen.  pp.  1-120. — M.  Hand- 
schriften.  a.  Orientalische.  I.  Indische  Handschriften.    Tiibingen:  1865.    4to. 

From  the  U.  S.  Sanitary  Commission. 

Documents  of  the  United  States  Sanitary  Commission.     No&  1-95,  May,  1861 — 

Dec.  1 865,  bound  in  two  volumes.    New  York.     8vo.  • 
United  States  Sanitary  Commission  Bulletin.    Nos.  1-40,  Nov.  1863 — Aug.  1865. 

New  York.     8vo. 

JF^rom  the  ImperiaX  Royal  Osographical  Society  of  Vienna. 

Mittheilungen  der  Kaisorlich-koniglichen  Geographischen  Gesellschaft  vii;  viii. 
1,  2;  ix.     Vienna:  1863-5.    roy.  8vo. 

lYom  M.  F.  WoXLmasSy  of  CaAro. 
Paleologia  Copta  di  Felice  Walmass  del  Cairo  di  Egitto.     Pisa:  1865.     8vo. 

From  Prof  AUbrechi  Weber,  of  Berlin. 

Indexes,  Latin  and  German,  of  lectures  delivered  at  the  University  of  Berlin,  during 

the  years  1859-66.    4to. 
Ueber  ein  Fragment  der  BhagavatL    Ein  Beitrag  zur  Kenntniss  der  heiligen  Sprache 

und  Literatur  dor  Jaina.    Von  A.  Weber.     [Aus  den  Abh.  d.  Kon.  Ak.  d.  Wiss. 

zu  Berlhi.]     Erster  Theil.    Berlin:  1866.    4to. 

F\rom  Dr.  M.  C.  WhUe,  of  New  Haven, 

Essai  sur  I'Origine  et  la  Formation  Similaire  des  Ecritures  Fig^rntives  Chinoise  et 
Egyptienno  ....  par  G.  Pauthier.    Paris:  1842.     8vo. 

Fr<ym  Prof  W.  D.  Whitney,  of  New  Baven. 

Phrasis :  a  treatise  on  the  history  and  structure  of  the  different  languages  of  the 
world....    By  J.  Wilson.     Albany:  1864.     8vo. 
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ly-om  Mr.  C.  W.  Zaremba,  of  St  Joseph^  Mich. 

A  Calendar  for  1836,  in  the  Church  Slavic,  elegantly  illuminated;  one  sheet,  8^  by 

22  inches,  folded. 
Manuscript  copy  of  a  papyrus,  inscribed  with  hieratic  characters,  in  the  Imperial 

library  at  St  Petersburg;  one  sheet,  10  by  30  inches. — Also,  a  description  and 

translation  of  the  same,  by  Dr.  C.  W.  Zaremba. 
A  Russo-Tartaric  Primer.     Kasan:  1859.     8vo. 
The  gospels  of  Matthew  and  John,  in  Chinese.    8yo  size. 
Die  Atlantis  nach  Griechischen  und  Arabischon  Quellon  von  A.  S.  von  NorofT .... 

St  Petersburg:  1854.     8vo. 
Johann  Christian  Friedrich  Moister's  Anleitung  zu  Verstundigcr  Ansicht  jcder  Hicro- 

glyphen  jeder  Symbolischen  Wortspracho.    Brcslau.     12mo. 
Bemerkungon  iiber  die  Phonizischen  und  Punischen  Mi'inzen.  Erstes  Stiiek  ....  von 

Johann  Joachim  Bellermann.    Berlin:   1812.     12ino.    (The  last  two  stitchod  to- 
gether in  one  volume.) 

fVom  an  unknown  donor. 

A  Hebrew  Grammar,    no  title,  place,  or  date.    8vo. 

By  eacehttnge. 

Seven  Tamil  works,  printed  on  native  presses,  for  native  use,  viz. :  Pansa  Pcrakara- 
nam.  On  Saiva  philosophy. — Agastijra's  Science  of  Divination  by  Birds. — Nnnnul, 
a  grammar  by  Pavananti,  text  and  commentary;  edited  by  Vesaka  Porumal. — 
A  work  in  praise  of  Krishna. — A  comedy  entitled  Arossentera. — Tiruvala  nr 
Puranam :  a  local  Purana. — Nana  Vettiyan,  by  Tinivallnviir. 
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Proceedings  at  New  HaveD,  October  16Ui  and  ITihy  1867. 


Thk  Society  was  convened  by  notification,  on  the  day  appointed 
at  the  last  meeting,  and  in  the  same  place  as  last  year — namely, 
the  Library-room  of  the  Sheffield  Scientific  School  of  Yale  Col- 
lege. The  President  took  the  chair  and  called  the  meeting  to 
order  at  3  o'clock, 

Tlie  minutes  of  the  last  meeting  having  been  read  by  the  Re- 
cording Secretary  and  accepted,  the  Committee  of  Arrangements 
gave  notice  that  the  Treasurer  of  the  Society,  Pro£  D.  C.  Gilman, 
invited  the  membere  to  come  together  at  his  house  in  the  even- 
ing, for  a  social  gathering,  at  which,  however,  it  w.*\s  arranged 
that  a  single  paper,  that  of  Rev.  Dr.  Thompson,  should  be  read. 
Tlie  invitation  was  accepted,  with  thanks,  and  the  meeting  so 
ordered. 

The  Directors  announced  that  the  Annual  meeting  for  1868 
would  be  holden  in  Boston,  on  Wednesday,  May  2()th,  and  that 
Mr.  Joseph  S.  Ropes,  of  Boston,  with  the  Kecoroing  and  Corres- 
ponding Secretaries,  had  been  designated  as  Committee  of 
Arrangements  for  it. 

The  following  gentlemen,  proposed  and  recommended  by  the 
Directors,  were  chosen  Corporate  Members  of  the  Society : 

Prof.  Edward  B.  Coe,  of  New  Haven. 

**    D.  Stuart  Dodge,  of  New  York. 

"    E.  P.  Evans,  of  Ann  Arbor,  Mich. 
Mr.  Michael  Heilprin,  of  New  York. 
Prof.  Ammi  B.  Hyde,  of  Meadville,  Pa. 

The  Corresponding  Secretary  presented  the  correspondence  of 
the  past  six  months,  extracts  from  which  are  given  below. 

Amons;  the  numerous  letters  of  excuse  from  members  unable  to 
be  present  was  one  from  Rev.  J.  G.  Auer,  dated  from  the  Mission 
House  of  the  Protestant  Episcopal  Church,  at  West  Philadelphia, 
saying  that  his  time  of  service  in  this  country  was  now  ended, 
and  he  was  just  leaving  for  his  mission-field  in  West  Africa,  where 
he  hoped  to  arrive  about  Christmas.  He  sent  with  the  letter 
copies  of  the  Grebo  prayer-book  and  the  Grebo-English  dictionary 
of  Bishop  Payne,  just  published. 

Another,  of  similar  tenor,  from  Rev.  G.,  W.  Wood,  of  New 
York,  was  accompanied  by  an  Armenian  prayer-book,  of  which 
Mr.  Wood  writes — 

"The  book  is  in  the  Modem  Armenian  lan^age,  and  is  the  revised  prayer> 
book  issued  by  that  party  in  the  Armcuiun  church  which  desires  a  reform  in 
that  church.  It  is  put  forth  by  those  who  reject  the  Protestant  name ;  yet,  by  its 
omissions  and  positiYe  teachings,  it  is  a  decided  approach  toward  the  Protestant 
faith." 
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Dr.  S.  Wells  Williams,  under  date  of  Pekin,  March  12th,  1867, 

says — 

*'  Tou  will  be  interested  to  learn  that  the  Nestorian  monument  at  Si-ngan-fu 
in  Shensi  has  been  recently  visited  by  two  foreigners^  English  missionaries,  who 
found  it  in  a  good  state  of  preservation,  on  the  whole ;  the  building  in  which  it 
formerly  stood,  or  in  whose  wall  it  was  embedded,  was  in  utter  ruin,  and  the  tablet 
remained  upright,  exposed  to  the  weather.  Mr.  Lees  and  Mr.  Williamson  were 
quickly  directed  to  the  place,  for  the  people  knew  the  character  of  the  inscription, 
and  had  no  trouble  in  getting  impressions  of  the  engraving.  It  is  a  great  and 
thick  slab  of  black  mnrble,  and  shows  signs  of  the  effects  of  the  weather. 

*'  The  region  around  Si-ngan  is  now  almost  destitute  of  population,  its  inhabi- 
tants having  fled  to  escape  the  horrible  cruelties  and  exactions  of  the  iusui^nts 
and  Mohammedans  during  the  last  three  years,  who  are  still  ravaging  the  country 
south  of  the  mountains  toward  Hankau.  Another  Bible  agent,  Mr.  Wylie,  has 
just  reached  Peking  from  a  journey  across  from  Hankau  through  Kaifung,  and 
narrowly  escaped  the  hands  of  these  marauding  bands. 

"I  have  just  received  the  Society's  Proceedings  for  1865,  which  are  very 
interesting.  The  notice  of  Mr.  C.  W.  Bradley  contains  a  just  tribute  to  a  very 
energetic  and  liberal  promoter  of  Oriental  studies.  It  was,  however,  Mr.  Reed, 
our  minister,  who  induced  him  to  come  up  to  the  Pei-ho ;  I  do  not  remember  that 
Mr.  Bradley  had  much  intercourse  at  that  time  with  Lord  Elgin.  Mr.  Reed,  too, 
sent  him  with  the  Treaty  to  Washington  in  July  1858,  and  ho  returned  soon  to 
China.  The  expedition  was  not  in  the  winter,  at  which  time  ice  covers  the 
stream.  Mr.  Rood  was  also  the  means  of  getting  him  placed  on  the  Commission 
of  Claims,  which  were  all  settled  in  six  weeks ;  it  was  the  refusal  of  the  govern- 
ment at  Washington  to  pay  what  all  regarded  as  his  just  salary  for  this  work  as 
Commissioner  that  led  him  to  resign. 

"  My  spare  time  is  all  employed  in  the  revision  of  my  dictionary,  or  I  -would 
try  to  send  something  for  the  Society." 

Dr.  J.  Muir,  of  Edinburgh,  writes  under  date  of  July  10th,  1867 — 

"  I  sent  you  some  time  ago  Prof  Goldstiicker's  summary  in  the  Examiner  of  his 
reply  read  in  the  winter  to  my  paper  on  the  interpretation  of  the  Veda.  Lately 
I  wrote  to  Dr.  Rost  to  find  out  if  the  article  in  exienso  was  yet  in  type,  as  I  was 
naturally  desirous  to  read  the  author's  propositions  in  detail.  But  I  was  informed 
that  Prof  Goldstiicker  was  reserving  the  paper  till  he  should  be  able  to  complete 
it  by  the  addition  of  his  proofs.  When,  then,  if  ever,  the  article  is  to  see  the 
light,  must  be  left  for  the  future  to  clear  up ;  but  I  really  wish  he  would  let  us 
have  it,  and  show  how  he  is  going  to  demoli^  all  his  adversaries 

"  Prof.  Aufrecht  is  working  steadily  at  his  vocabulary— or  concordance,  as  he 
calls  it— of  the  Rig-Veda,  having  already  sent  his  vocabulary  of  the  Atharva- 
Veda  to  the  press.  Max  Miiller.  as  you  will  have  become  aware,  is  about  to  bring 
out  a  now  translation  of  the  Rig- Veda.  He  has  been  in  rather  weak  health,  but, 
I  am  glad  to  learn,  is  better  now. 

"  I  have  been  working  all  winter  at  a  new  edition  of  the  first  volume  of  my 
Sanskrit  Texts,  on  Caste :  it  is  partly  printed,  but  will  not  be  ready  for  at  least 
another  six  montha     It  is  very  much  enlarged." 

Dr.  W.  F.  A.  Behmauer,  of  Dresden,  writes  from  Leipzig, 
June  12  th,  1867— 

*'I  send  you  my  programme  of  the  Oriental  Photolithographic  Album,  destined 
to  be  printed  in  Leipzig,  Paris,  and  Beyroot;  with  a  proof.  Have  the  kindness  to 
print  it  in  your  Journal" 

The  Corresponding  Secretary  read  the  cliief  parts  of  the  de- 
tailed (manuscript)  prospectus,  as  follows : 

"  This  great  collection  will  contain  in  the  first  part  fourteen  Arabic  works,  in 
the  second  part  six  Persian  works,  in  the  third  part  four  Turkish  works,  and  in 
the  fourth  part  the  Assyrian  cuneiform  inscriptions  of  the  Royal  Museum  of 
Antiquities  of  Dresden ;  namely, 


Proceedings  at  New  Haven^  October^  1867.  xxix 

Section  L  Na  1.  Al-Ghazz^'s  ethical  treatise  entitled  Beddyat  vl-Hiddya^ 
*The  Beginning  of  the  Right  Way;'  with  on  account  of  the  philosophical  systems 
of  tiie  Arab  schools  of  the  Middle  Age& — 2.  Plato's  metaphysical  treatise, 
known  as  the  Kitdh  ar-Batvdbfy  'Book  of  the  Four  Elements,'  translated  by 
Ahmed  Ben  al-Hu^ain  Ben  Jih&r  Bokht&r;  and  Ahmed  Ben  'Ali  Esnabadi's 
treatise  on  the  science  of  the  divinity  {*ilm  ildhvH)  and  the  sciences  relating  to 
the  substance  of  the  matter  of  the  world  (al-'uldm  alJiak'ikiyya). — 3.  A  zoological 
treiitise  extracted  from  the  Noeha  of  the  Sheikh  UstM  I^ud  al-Ba9ir,  collated 
with  an  extract  from  the  Khartdat  alr*Ajdtb  of  Ibn  al-Wardi;  with  an  introduc- 
tion to  the  study  of  the  Arab  zoologists  and  botanists,  given  in  the  *Ajaib  cU- 
MakM&kdt  of  KazwinL — 4.  A  specimen  from  the  Arabic  work  of  Abii  'Ali  Yahya 
Ben  'Isa  Ben  Jazla,  known  as  the  Minhaj  id-Beydn,  '  Methodical  Exposition '  of 
all  that  man  wants  for  his  life:  with  a  special  account  of  the  author  and  his 
position  among  the  Arab  physicians. — 5.  The  denominations  of  the  medicaments 
{al-adwiya  aiCmufrida\  ascribed  to  Ibn  Sina  (Avicenna),  in  the  Arabic,  Greek, 
Persian,  and  Turkish  languages. — 6.  Two  physiological  extracts,  one  Arabic  and 
one  Turkish. — 7.  The  littie-known  mediod  treatise,  al-Kdfiya  di-Hdrunia,  by 
Mesih  Ben  Hakem;  and  an  important  physiological  essay,  of  unknown  autlior- 
ship. — 8.  The  well-known  work  entitied  Tadhkirai  ul-Kahhdlimj  '  Memorial  of  the 
Oculists,'  by  'Ali  Ben  'Isa,  with  additions  and  variouH  readings;  also,  an  extract 
from  the  celebrated  pJuirmacopeia  entitied  Minhe^  ud-DtMcdn^  of  the  Jewisli 
apothecary  Kuhen  al-' Attar. — 9.  An  important  extract,  of  twenty-six  pages,  from 
the  noted  work  called  Beinisd'ck,  a  treatise  on  the  diseases  which  can  be  treated 
in  an  hour,  by  the  famous  Abil  Bakr  Shamsaddin  Ben  Zakariya  ar-Razi. — 1 0.  An 
extract  of  twenty  pages  from  the  KiMb  fd-Idhdh  fi  'Thn  in-Nikiik^  *  Exposition  of 
the  Science  of  Copulation,'  of  AbOlfaraj  'Abdarrahman  Ben  Nasr  ash-Shirazi; 
with  a  biography  of  the  author,  and  a  short  notice  of  the  oneiromancy  of  the 
eastern  peoplea 

Section  II.  No.  1.  A  musical  treatise  of  the  poet  JAmi,  with  the  latter's 
biography,  being  an  account  of  the  relation  of  the  Persian  musical  system  to  the 
Arab,  the  names  of  instruments  from  the  dictionary  Haft  Kulzum,  eta — 2. 
The  g^nd  mystical  work,  Rebdb-Ndme,  *Book  of  the  Violin,'  by  Sult&n  Walad, 
son  of  the  great  poet  Jol&leddln  Riimi,  with  biographical  account  and  notes. — 
3.  A  Persian  work  on  astronomy  by  the  astronomer  'Alaeddin  'Ali  Ku»hji  (son  of 
the  first  Turkish  mathematician,  K^i  Zade),  named  Morkez-i-'alemj  *  Middle  of 
the  World;'  with  commentary.— 4.  MoUa  'Abdul-'Ali's  astronomical  treatise  on 
the  division  of  time;  with  biog^phy  of  the  author. — 5.  An  arithmetical  treatise 
by  the  epitomizer  of  the  Persian  work  HaU-i-takwim. — 6.  The  remainder  of  Wazir 
Rashideddin's  great  work  Jdmf  cU-Tawdrikh,  of  which  the  first  volume  was  pub- 
lished by  Quatrem^re,  together  with  the  forty  pages  on  the  Chinese  kings,  with 
their  portraits. 

Section  III.  The  four  Turkish  works  composing  this  section  are  of  a  historical 
and  scientific  character,  with  appendixes,  tranfiiations,  and  biographiea  Thoir 
special  description,  as  well  as  that  of  the  Nineveh  slabs  whoso  photolithographic 
representation  constitutes  the  IVth  section,  is  omitted  here. 

From  Rev.  D.  D.  Green,  Missionary  of  the  Presbyterian  Board 
at  Hang-chau,  China,  comes  a  finely  executed  impression  of  a 
Chinese  monument,  with  accompanymg  letter  (dated  May  7th, 
1867),  and  translations: 

"  Enclosed  please  find  a  rubbing  fVom  a  tablet  in  one  of  the  monasteries  near 
this  city.  It  is  a  representation  of  the  Goddess  of  Mercy,  witii  her  hundred 
hands,  ready  to  do  good  to  all  The  inscription  above  the  image  is  a  Buddhistic 
chant,  and  contains  so  many  foreign  words  that  but  few  Chinese  scholars  can  read 
it  Of  the  inscriptions  under  the  image  I  send  you  a  version.  It  is  very  un- 
satisfactory, but  the  best  1  can  do  with  my  present  knowledge  of  the  Chinese,  in 
connection  with  the  manifest  ignorance  of  Chinese  teachers  as  to  the  doctrines 
of  the  Buddhists.  I  send  you  this  as  an  acknowledgment  of  the  receipt  of  a 
oopy  of  the  Proceedings  of  the  American  Oriental  Society  for  1865,  read  about 
Jan.  1st,  1867." 


XXX  American  Oriental  Society: 

The  conimeinorative  part  of  the  inscription  reads  as  follows : 

"  In  tho  reign  of  the  emperor  Gyin-long,  in  the  fiftieth  cycle,  during  the  spring, 
in  [the  city  of]  Vu-ling  \i.e.  Hang-chau],  one  having  a  g(>od  and  believing  heart 
sculptured  this  image  of  the  Goddess  of  Mercy,  and  the  sacred  chant  over  it,  and 
erected  the  tablet  in  tho  Dzln-z  monastery,  which  is  situated  in  the  plain  south 
[of  the  lake  to  the  west  of  Hang-chau],  in  the  hall  of  the  god  of  longevity,  by 
tho  favor  of  the  Goddess  of  Mercy,  the  god  presiding  over  the  great  present, 
and  Buddha,  whose  ages  cannot  be  numbered — to  whom  belong  blessedness  of 
commimity,  in  hope  of  the  original  unity  without  the  least  diversity.  For  the 
purpose  of  celebrating  tho  praises  of  the  pure  perfection,  these  three  chants  were 
most  carefully  prepared.  On  examination,  it  is  found  that  these  throe  diants 
wore  anciently  handed  down  from  their  author  Wang,  of  the  district  city  of  Kyia- 
ding.     His  honorary  title  was  Dzao-an,  and  his  name  was  ZwiJin-yiao.'' 

Mr.  Green  adds  a  note  or  two : 

"The  monastery  was  first  built  during  the  Tsin  dynasty,  a  few  years  before 
the  beginning  of  the  Song.  The  buildings  have  been  repeatedly  burned  down, 
and  again  built  up.  sometimes  by  imperial  patronage,  but  more  often  from  funds 
collected  by  the  priests.  The  place  is  now  in  ruins,  like  most  of  the  temples  in 
this  vicinity,  destroyed  by  the  Tai-ping  rebels.     The  tablet,  however,  is  still  standing. 

"  The  date  given  in  the  inscription  as  that  of  the  erection  of  the  tablet  is  about 
A.D.  1795.  The  author  of  the  verses  lived  about  eight  centuries  e.irlier:  tho 
exact  date  could  be  ascertained,  if  access  were  had  to  tho  hyien-ts  of  Ids  native 
place.  The  chants  show  that  during  the  Song  dynasty  (A.D.  960-1280)  scholars 
of  no  mean  pretension  were  Buddhists." 

The  following  communications  were  presented  at  the  different 
sessions  of  the  Meeting : 

1.  On  the  Routes  and  the  Chief  Articles  of  Commerce  from 
the  East  to  Europe  during  the  Middle  Ages,  by  Pres't  T.  1). 
Woolscy,  of  New  Haven. 

President  Woolsey  spoke  of  tho  route  which  led  from  India,  by  the  Persian 
Gulf  and  tho  Euphrates,  to  Babylon,  and  so  to  tlie  Mediterranean,  and  by  the  Red 
Sea  to  Egypt,  and  especially  to  Alexandria.  Tliese  were  ancient  routes,  and  the 
trade  passing  through  them  was  principally  in  tlie  hands  of  Constantinople,  al- 
though Venice  at  an  early  day  shared  in  it  Venice  dealt  even  in  Christian  slaves 
with  the  Mohammedans.  The  Popen  long  tried  in  vain  to  prevent  commercial  in- 
tercourse with  those  enemies  of  Uie  faith.  From  Constantinople  tho  route  of 
trade  lay  especially  up  the  Danube,  by  Vienna  and  Ratisbon,  and  thus  penetrated 
into  the  regions  of  northern  Europe. 

During  the  crusades,  so  long  as  the  avenue  by  the  Persian  Gulf  and  tho  Red 
Sea  were  controlled  by  hostile  Mohanunedan  powers,  it  became  necessary  to  adopt 
another  more  expensive  and.  circuitous  route,  requiring  much  land-carriage  and 
several  transfers  of  freight  This  route  led  up  the  Indus,  across  the  mountains 
on  beasts  of  burden,  thence  by  the  Oxus,  and  so  to  the  Caspian  Sea.  This,  which 
was  an  ancient  route,  was  now  adopted  by  Venice  and  Genoa.  From  the  Caspiim  it 
took  especially  the  direction  of  tlie  Volga,  to  a  place  called  Zarizyn,  thence  across 
the  country  to  the  Don.  where,  at  the  river's  mouth,  m  the  town  of  Tana,  now 
Aswv,  both  Venice  and  (Jenoa  had  commercial  privileges,  and  tho  fonner  had  a 
consul  from  tho  end  of  the  12th  century.  Afterwards  an  important  entrepot  for 
Genoa  was  Tiieodosia,  now  Eaffa,  in  tlie  Crimea. 

When,  in  1258,  the  Mongols  under  Hulagu  Khan  overthrew  the  Califate  of 
Bagdad.  Kg^-pt  being  still  hostile,  it  became  possible  to  take  the  path  by  the 
Persian  Gulf  and  the  Tigris  to  Bagdad,  and  so  through  the  Mongol  dominions  to  the 
west  Two  subordinate  routes— one  across  the  country  to  Tauris  (Tabris)  and  tlie 
lUack  Sea,  the  other  vui  Tabris  to  the  north-eastern  comer  of  the  Levant — sent  the 
productions  of  tlio  Orient  into  Euroi>e.  The  important  marts  of  the  Italians  on  tlio 
Black  Sea  and  the  coast  of  Cilicia  were  noticed.  The  trade  also  of  the  ChristiaD 
kingdom  of  Jerusalem  was  illustrated  by  reference  to  a  chapter  of  the  '^asaiseB 
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of  the  Burgesses'  court  of  the  kingdom  of  Jerusalem,"  in  which  the  tariff  on 
eastern  products  is  carried  out  into  a  multitude  of  particulara 

After  the  crusades  were  over,  the  Popes  having  now  softened  down  their  pro- 
hibitions of  commercial  intercourse  with  Mussuiroans,  the  Venetians  made  ar- 
rangements with  the  rulers  of  Egypt,  by  which  they  wore  enabled  to  engross  the 
trade  with  the  east  along  its  most  convenient  path  through  the  Red  Sea,  and  this 
continued  until  towards  the  end  of  the  Middle  Ages,  when  the  Portuguese  found 
out  a  cheaper  and  better  way  of  communication. 

The  principal  products  of  the  east  imported  into  Europe  were  then  spoken  of, 
espocuiUy  silk,  until  its  manufacture  was  introduced  into  the  Byzantine  empire 
imder  Justinian,  and  from  thence  into  Sicily  and  Italy.  Of  sugar  also,  and  of  the 
sugar  refineries  on  the  Tigris,  whence  the  knowledge  spread,  not  only  westwanl 
with  the  cultivation  of  the  cano,  but  eastward  to  India  and  China,  an  account  was 
given,  which  was  based  on  Ritter*s  valuable  illustration  of  that  subject  in  his 
groat  geographical  work. 

2.  Translation  of  the  Siamese  Work  entitled  Bre'Temlya-Jdtak, 
a  life  of  Buddha  in  one  of  his  previous  existences,  by  Dr.  A. 
Bastian,  of  Bremen ;  presented  by  the  Corresponding  Secretary. 

The  Buddhists,  Dr.  Bastian  says,  distinguish  five  hundred  and  fifty  lesser 
Jatakas,  and  ten  principal  ones,  treating  of  the  life  of  Buddha  in  his  various 
existences  interior  to  the  historical  one.  The  whole,  collected  togetlier,  fonp  the 
Nibixt^  thirty  books  of  which  have  been  translated  out  of  Pali  into  Siamese  by 
Bana  Dammapiyat.  The  Teml  Jfttaka  is  the  first  of  the  ten  principal  ones ;  the 
last,  which  relates  the  saint's  life  next  preceding  his  being  re-bom  as  Gautama 
fakyamuni,  in  Kapilavastu,  being  entitled  the  Vesantara,  or  the  Maha-JAt, 
'  great  J&taka.' 

This,  like  so  many  other  Indian  biographies,  begins  with  telling  of  a  king 
(sovereign  of  Vnrdnasi^  '  Benares '),  who  lives  long  childless,  untiJ  the  merits  and 
prayers  of  one  of  his  numerous  wives  move  Indra  to  come  to  the  relief  of  the 
royal  pair.  Tlio  god's  regard  falls  upon  Bre-Boroin-Bodhistitr,  who,  since  his 
previous  existence  as  a  king  of  Benares,  had  spent  10,000  years  in  hell  in  ex- 
piation of  his  misdeeds  committed  in  that  capacity,  and  then  had  lived  long  in 
heaven  in  reward  of  his  ^ood  deeds,  and  now,  his  debt  and  credit  being  both 
cancelled,  was  just  ready  to  be  bom  once  more.  Indra  proposes  that  he  choose 
for  his  next  life  the  condition  of  son  to  the  present  king  and  queen  of  Benares, 
and  promises  that  it  shall  tend  to  the  further  perfection  of  his  merits.  He  assents ; 
and  five  hundred  otlier  inhabitants  of  heaven,  whose  time  is  nearly  up,  are  also 
despatched  below  to  be  bom  as  his  contemporaries  and  playmates.  Sixteen  wet- 
nurses  are  provided  for  him  by  the  delighted  king ;  the  good  points  which  led  to 
their  selection  are  fully  detailed.  The  Brahmans  prophesy  all  manner  of  good- 
fortune  for  him,  and  give  him  the  name  Teraiya. 

When  a  month  old,  he  chances  to  be  sitting  in  his  father's  lap  when  the  latter 
pronounces  sentence  of  torture  and  death  on  four  malefactors.  This  offense 
against  mercy,  which  the  king  will  have  to  expiate  hereafl;er  by  the  torments  of 
hell,  startles  and  alarms  him.  He  reflects  on  his  own  past  history,  and  perceives 
that  for  such  acts  during  his  previous  reign  he  had  suffered  almost  endlessly 
in  hell-fire,  and  that,  if  he  allows  himself  to  grow  up  a  priDoe,  and  become  again 
a  king,  the  same  or  a  worse  fate  awaits  him  anew.  He  resolves,  therefore,  for 
the  purpose  of  evading  the  royal  dignity,  to  feign  himself  lame,  deaf  and  dumb, 
and  stupid ;  and  he  rigidly  carries  out  his  vows,  emaciating  his  body  by  abstinence 
from  his  natural  food.  Now  commences  a  series  of  severe  tests,  in  which  his 
unfortunate  five  hundred  comrades  have  to  share,  intended  to  try  whether  he 
cannot  be  made  to  act  like  them,  and  to  exhibit  the  desires  and  capacities  suited 
to  his  age.  But  the  prince,  refiecting  on  the  torments  of  hell,  so  much  greater, 
bears  all  the  tests  unflinchingly,  and  shows  an  utter  impassivenesi*.  Deprivation 
of  food,  temptation  by  cakes,  sweetmeats,  fruits,  playthings,  and  other  sensual 
pleasures,  alarms  of  fire,  of  wild  elephants,  of  arms,  of  terrible  noises,  of  dark- 
ness, distrem  by  flies,  by  stench,  by  heat — all  are  fmitless.  When  he  has 
thus  reaoiM  the  age  of  sixteen,  his  father  again  consults  the  Brahmans,  who 
confess  thai  their  former  prognostications  were  lies,  and  now  advise  that  he  be 
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The  Book  teaches  Umt  the  souls  of  all  men,  good  and  bad  alike,  continue  to 
exist  after  death;  that  they  all  pass  immediately  into  Hades,  a  doleful  region, 
full  of  enemies  and  terrors,  from  whose  ordeal  the  righteous  cannot  escape; 
here  the  wicked  may  be  arrested  and  delivered  to  some  devouring  monster,  or  re- 
manded to  /sarth,  for  the  discipline  of  animal  transmigration,  such  being  the 
Kg3rptian  idea  of  metempsychosis.  The  righteous  pass  through  a  form  of  justi- 
fication, and  then,  emerging  at  the  gates  of  tlie  West,  follow  the  sun-bark  in  its 
bright  career;  they  pass  through  various  transformations,  each  advancing  to  a 
higher  plane  of  existence,  by  the  elimination  of  the  mortal  and  the  evil;  then 
follows  a  solemn  judgment-scene,  in  the  Hall  of  Two  Trutlis,  whore  the  heart  of 
the  deceased  is  weighed  in  the  balance  against  the  image  of  righteousness,  and 
ho  is  compelled  to  clear  himself  of  each  of  tlie  forty-two  deadly  sins,  against  as 
many  accusers,  who  dispute  his  passage.  Being  acquitted,  he  enters  the  Elysian 
fields,  and  partakes  of  the  food  of  the  gods ;  after  which  he  rises  by  a  succession 
of  grand  halls  and  stair-ways  to  the  Empyrean,  the  luminous  presence-chamber 
of  Osiris. 

The  consummation  of  blessedness,  however,  is  not  absorption  into  the  divinity, 
for  tlie  soul  retains  throughout  its  consciousness  and  personal  identity:  and 
moreover,  the  soul  visits  the  body,  which  has  been  so  carefully  preserved,  and 
this  is  revivified.  The  book  clearly  recognizes  moral  distinctions  as  the  basis 
of  divine  judgment  in  the  Hereafter,  and  the  personal  accountability  of  man  to  a 
supreme  tribunal  beyond  the  grave.  There  is  not  only  a  purgatory  for  the 
wicked,  but  a  hell  for  the  finally  incorrigible. 

Such,  in  general,  is  the  theology  of  this  remarkable  book.  The  researches  of 
scholars  will  eventually  bring  out  its  minuter  shades  of  meaning,  and  perhaps 
reduce  its  doctrines  to  a  well-ordered  system. 

4.  A  Plan  for  a  Universal  History,  by  Prof.  Joseph  W.  Jenks, 
of  Boston ;  presented  by  the  Corresponding  Secretary. 

Prof.  Jenks  stsites  that  he  has  been  long  engaged  upon  a  work  whicli  he 
proposes  to  call  "History  re-read,  or  an  attempt  at  a  simple  and  instructive 
philosophy  of  history,"  of  which  he  presents  the  fundamental  outline.  He 
claims  that  man  is  of  necessity  the  universal  type ;  that  humanity  in  the  com- 
plex resembles,  in  nature,  progress,  and  destiny,  humanity  in  the  individual;  and 
that,  accordingly,  the  periods  of  human  history  correspond  with  tlie  successive 
stages  in  the  life  of  the  individual.  He  hopes  to  be  able  to  present,  in  a  year  or 
two,  a  true  historic  view  of  the  "childhood"  of  the  race,  extending  from  the 
end  of  the  period  of  m3rthology  und  fable  to  the  time  of  Abraham,  or  about 
2000  B.C. 

5.  Critical  Notice  of  Dr.  Friedrich  Bottcher's  Hebrew  Gram- 
mar, by  Prof.  George  E.  Day,  D.D.,  of  New  Haven. 

This  grammar  was  issued  last  year  from  the  press  of  J.  A.  Barth,  in  Leipzig. 
It  is  as  yet  unfinished,  tliere  being  a  second  volume  stiU  to  appear,  which  wiU  be 
furnished  with  complete  indexes  to  the  whole  work.  Tlie  present  volume  is  of 
six  hundred  and  fifty-four  royal  octavo  pages.  Prof  Day  recognized  and  com- 
mended tlie  fidelity  and  care  exhibited  by  the  editor.  Dr.  Fenlinand  Miililau,  a 
pupil  of  the  deceased  author,  and  characterized  tlie  work  itt^elf  as  deserving  the 
attention  of  Hebrew  scholars  on  account  of  its  scientific  treatment  of  Hebrew 
grammar,  and  the  large  number  of  methodized  facts  brought  together  in  it.  Dr. 
Bottcher  has  aimed  to  produce  an  exhaustive  work,  in  which  all  the  phenomena  of 
the  language  should  be  subjected  to  the  modem  rational  treatment.  His  divisions 
and  subdivisions,  although  somethnes  excessive  and  tedious,  exhibit  great  thor- 
oughness, and  an  evident  mastery  of  the  subject.  After  speaking  favorably  of 
the  historical  introduction,  Prof.  Day  criticised  the  plan  of  the  grammar.  This 
volume  is  divided  into  two  books,  ttie  former  of  which  treats  of  the  phonology, 
the  other  of  the  etymology  of  the  language.  The  syntax  is  to  follow  in  the  sec- 
ond volume.  In  developing  the  sound- relations  of  the  Hebrew,  tlie  author  makes 
a  constant  distinction  between  what  he  calls  "  sonitals  "  and  "  spiritals,"  the  latter 
class  embracing  the  semi-vowels,  as  Vav  and  Yodh^  and  the  gutturals,  the  former 
the  vowels  and  most  of  the  consonants.     On  the  ground  of  this  distinction,  he 
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troats  all  the  inflected  words,  whether  nouns,  verbs,  or  even  particles,  as  eiUier 
sonital,  guttural,  or  semi-vocaL  Tlie  treatment  of  the  verb  is  quite  greneral.  while 
that  of  the  substantive,  which  occupies  two  hundred  and  fifty  pages,  is  unneces- 
sarily long,  in  consequence  of  i>eing  burdened  with  an  excessive  citation  of  par- 
ticulars. The  paper  dwelt  upon  a  number  of  special  points,  in  which  tlie  views 
of  the  author  were  either  accepted  or  criticised,  and  closed  with  an  appreciative 
estimate  of  the  work,  as  in  reality  a  thesaurus  of  materials  for  Hebrew  grammar, 
and  a  valuable  contribution  to  Seiuitic  philology  and  to  comparative  philology  in 
general.* 

6,  On  the  Translation  of  the  Veda,  by  Profc  W.  D.  Whitney, 
of  New  Haven. 

One  of  the  leading  philological  problems  of  the  present  day,  Prof.  Whitney  re- 
marked, is  to  make  a  translation  of  the  Veda,  the  Hindu  Bible,  both  on  account 
of  its  importance  as  exhibiting  the  ground-work  of  Hindu  liistory,  and  because  it 
is  the  most  ancient  existing  Indo-Kuropean  record,  and  the  one  that  shows  us  the 
most  primitive  attainable  phase  of  Indo-European  life  and  institutions.  By  the 
Veda,  we  mean  especially  the  Rig-Veda,  the  earliest  and  most  extensive  of  the 
four  hymn-coUections  which  constitute  the  kernel  of  tlie  sacred  literature  of 
India — together  with  such  parts  of  the  other  collections  as  are  akin  with  this  in 
character.  It  has  been  handed  down  to  us  accompanied  with  a  great  body  of 
accessory  and  explanatory  works,  of  which  the  latest  and  fullest  is  the  elaborate 
commentary  of  ^yana,  made  in  southern  India,  in  the  fourteenth  century;  in 
which  is  hummeil  up  the  whole  learning  of  the  Hindu  pandits^  as  gathered  and 
transmitted  by  a  long  succession  of  generations.  By  the  aid  of  this,  especially, 
were  made  the  first  researches  of  European  scholars  into  the  Vedic  language 
and  antiquities.  A  question,  now,  has  arisen  as  to  the  absolute  value  and 
authority  of  the  commentary  and  its  more  ancient  sources;  the  one  side  main- 
taining that  it  represents  an  imniemorial  tradition,  and  is  to  be,  in  the  main,  im- 
plicitly followed  by  us;  the  other,  that  it  is  tlie  final  product  of  a  long-continued 
course  of  learned  inquiry,  and  must  be  freely  and  searchingly  criticised  in  every 
item,  before  acceptance.  A  number  of  important  articles  bearing  on  the  con- 
troversy have  been  published  witliin  no  long  time,  and  of  these  Prof.  Whitney's 
paper  was  mainly  an  al»8tract  and  review. 

The  first  article  is  by  Prof.  Roth,  of  Tiibingen,  and  is  published  in  Vol.  xxi.  (for 
1867)  of  the  German  Oriental  Society's  Journal.  It  sets  forth  Uie  general  prin- 
ciples bearing  upon  the  point  under  discussion,  the  conditions  under  which  a  so- 
called  *' traditional "  interpretation  grows  up,  and  the  impossibility  that  it  sliould 
ever  have  the  authority  claimed  for  it;  and  points  out  tliat  the  historical  circum- 
stances which  should  make  the  case  otherwise  vn  India  are  wholly  wanting,  and 
that  an  examination  of  the  interpretation  itself  shows  it  to  he  of  the  ordinary 
character — namely,  founded  only  on  a  grammatical  and  etyniologiciil  basis. 

Into  such  an  examination  of  SAyana's  commentary  jind  its  chief  predecessor, 
Yaska's  Nirukta,  the  next  article  reviewed  enters  in  detail.  It  is  by  Dr.  Muir  of 
Eduiburgh,  and  published  in  Vol.  ii..  Part  2  (1867),  of  the  Journal  of  the  Royal 
Asiatic  Society.  With  unimpea<;hable  fairness,  with  great  industry  and  learning, 
with  clear  statement  and  logical  method,  it  goes  over  the  whole  ground,  with 
great  fulness  of  illustration;  reaching  the  conclusion  tliat  "there  is  no  unusual 
or  difficult  word  or  obscure  text  in  the  hymns  in  regard  to  which  the  authority 
of  the  Indian  scholiast  should  be  received  as  final  [or  his  interpretation  accepted], 
unless  it  be  supported  by  probability,  by  the  context,  or  by  parallel  passjiges;" 
and  that  hence,  '*  no  translation  of  the  Rig- Veda  which  is  based  exclusively  on 
SAyana's  commentary  can  possibly  be  satisfactory." 

♦  At  the  moment  that  this  abstract  of  Prof.  Day's  notice  is  passing  through 
the  press,  the  first  half  of  the  second  volume  has  come  to  hand.  Its  first  ninety- 
five  pages  are  occupied  witli  the  pronouns  and  pronominal  suffixes,  tlie  remaining 
two  hundred  and  twenty-four  pages  with  the  verb.  The  conclusion  of  tlie  work  is 
expected  to  bo  ready  early  in  1 8«>8. 
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Of  the  principles  of  Vedic  interpretation  thus  established  in  the  abstract  by 
Prof.  Roth,  and  in  the  concrete  by  Dr.  Muir,  a  striking  exemplification  is  furnished 
by  Prof.  Max  Miiller,  in  his  article  on  the  "  Hymns  of  the  Gaupayanas  and  the 
Legend  of  King  Asamati'^  (published  in  the  same  volume  with  the  one  last 
spoken  of).  He  selects  a  set  of  four  hymns  from  the  concluding  book  of  the 
Rig-Veda,  to  which  the  tradition  has  attached  an  explanatory  legend :  he  shows 
how  this  legend  has  grown  up  by  degrees,  by  misapprehension  and  distortion  of 
epithets  and  phrases  of  the  hynms  themselves,  and  that  neither  it  nor  the  ver- 
sion maile  in  conformity  with  it  (and  which  he  gives  in  full)  really  belongs  to 
them ;  ending  by  giving  a  true  version,  founded  upon  independent  study,  and  a 
determination  of  the  relations  of  the  parts  of  the  text  to  one  another. 

In  these  three  pupers,  we  have  the  case  of  the  anti-comment  party  presented 
from  every  point  of  view  and  with  all  desirable  fulness. 

The  first  European  scholar  of  note  to  set  forth  and  defend  the  contrary  view 
was  Prof.  H.  H.  Wilson.  Ho,  however,  had  long  passed  the  acme  of  his  scholarly 
activity  when  tlie  Veda  began  to  attract  attention  in  Europe,  and,  though  his 
influence  and. patronage  were  freely  given  to  the  new  study,  and  were  of  great 
importance  to  its  progress,  he  was  never  in  sympathy  with  its  votaries,  nor  ever 
won  a  right  to  be  called  a  Vedic  scholar.  The  arguments  by  which  he  defends 
tlie  commentaries  show  the  prejudice  naturally  engendered  by  an  Indian  education, 
and  sometimes  involve  gross  transfers  to  the  old  Vedic  time  of  the  conditions  of 
modem  Hindu  literature. 

Since  Wilson's  death,  his  mantle  has  fallen  upon  Prof  Goldstiicker  of  London, 
author  of  the  fourth  and  last  paper  reviewed.  This  is  entitled  "  On  the  Veda  of 
the  Hindus  and  the  Veda  of  '  the  German  School,' "  and  was  read  before  the  Royal 
Asiatic  Society  early  this  year,  but  is  not  yet  publislied  otherwise  than  in  a  full 
and  careful  abstract  (evidently  made  by  the  author  himself)  in  the  Loudon 
"Examiner"  for  February  2,  1867.  The  title  of  the  paper  is  in  two  respects 
open  to  criticism.  In  the  first  place,  it  seems  to  involve  a  petitio  principii — the 
"  Veda  of  the  Hindus "  being  the  object  of  all  parties,  and  the  point  in  dispute 
being  whether  this  is  to  be  arrived  at  by  the  methods  of  the  modem  Hindu 
schools,  or  of  the  modem  P!luropean.  In  the  second  place,  the  name  "Gijmian 
school,"  upon  which  the  author  dwells,  and  which  he  claims  to  borrow  from  Dr. 
Muir,  is  not  found  in  the  latter's  paper,  and  is  to  be  avoided,  as  seeming  to  appeal 
to  whatever  of  prejudice  may  exist  in  English  minds  against  foreign  scholars  and 
methods.  At  the  same  time.  Dr.  Goldstiicker  endeavors  to  disprove  the  ex- 
istence of  any  such  school,  alleging  that  those  who  are  claimed  to  belong  to  it 
are  discordant  in  their  methods  and  results.  He  overlooks,  however,  the  fact 
that  it  is  only  with  reference  to  one  common  doctrine — the  non-acceptance  as 
paramount  authority  of  the  commentator's  interpretation — that  they  are  ranked 
together  as  a  school  at  all ;  aijd  that  they  all  in  the  fullest  manner  acknowledge 
the  true  interpretation  to  be  attainable  only  as  the  final  result  of  more  or  less 
discordant  individual  effort.  Indeed,  it  may  with  much  more  truth  be  claimed  that 
there  is  but  one  school  of  Vedic  study  in  Europe,  with  Prof  Goldstiicker  as  its 
opponent;  since  it  is  not  known  that  any  otlier  Vedic  scholar  of  eminence  shares 
his  views.  And  whether  even  he  is  its  opponent  on  principle  has  been  made 
doubtful  by  Dr.  Muir,  who  shows  that  in  his  Dictionary  he  not  infrequently 
criticises  unfavorably  and  rejects  Sayana's  version.  It  becomes,  then,  merely  a 
question  of  personal  capacity  between  the  one  side  and  the  other ;  whether  the 
right  to  deviate  from  the  native  authorities  is  to  be  confined  to  any  person  or 
persons,  or  restricted  within  the  limits  which  these  shall  prescribe.  Of  course, 
each  scholar  must  exercise  his  independence  under  responsibility,  and  he  who, 
on  a  foundation  of  insufficient  learning  and  judgment,  attempts  to  translate  the 
Veda,  will  render  himself  liable  to  be  contemned  and  laughed  at ;  there  is  doubt- 
less temptation  to  over-confidence  on  the  one  side,  as  to  a  comfortable  and 
labor-saving  submisisiveTiess  on  the  other;  yet  all  hope  of  progress  is  bound  up 
with  the  former  method.  Prof.  Goldstiicker,  in  justification  of  the  alternative 
versions  so  often  given  by  the  commentary,  proposes  to  recognize  them  as 
originating  in  and  held  by  different  native  schools:  but,  in  so  doing,  he  distinctly 
assents  to  the  fundamental  doctrine  of  his  opponents — that  these  versions  are  the 
products  of  learned  study,  not  of  authoritative  tradition.  He  declares  that  the 
determination  of  the  grammatical  cognateness  of  Vedic  ^a«9£v^e^  ^v^tl  'w'Vw^  \v^ 
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assumes  the  independent  interpretations  of  the  other  party  to  be  founded)  is  a 
peculiarly  difficult  problem,  which  has  not  yet  been  broached,  much  less  settled. 
This  claim  requires  farther  explanation  to  make  it  intelligible :  but,  meantime,  we 
are  justified  in  going  on  to  interpret  simply  by  aid  of  the  comparison  of  parallel 
passages — about  which,  certainly,  there  is  no  mystery,  as  it  is  the  method 
successfully  employed  in  every  other  language  and  literature  besides  the  Vedic ; 
not  only  as  between  authors  of  the  same  age,  but  through  all  the  periods  of  every 
literature. 

The  principles  of  the  "German  school"  are  the  only  ones  which  can  ever 
guide  us  to  a  true  understanding  of  the  Veda.  We  have  within  our  reach  pre- 
cisely tlie  same  means  of  research  which  the  Hindu  schools  had — namely,  a 
knowledge  of  the  classical  Sanskrit  and  of  modem  Hindu  institutions,  and  if  our 
conmiand  of  such  knowledge  is  in  8ome  respects  inferior  to  theirs,  the  deficiency 
is  much  more  than  made  up  by  the  superiority  of  our  metliods  of  researdi,  and  by 
our  possession  of  a  critical  and  historical  spirit  which  was  denied  to  them. 

7.  On  Recent  Geographical  Explorations  in  the  Hindu-Kuh 
Range,  and  its  Vicinity,  by  Prof.  D.  C.  Oilman,  of  New  Haven. 

l*rof  Oilman  gave  an  abstract  of  the  results  of  several  works  which  have  ap- 
peared within  no  long  time  past,  treating  of  this  interesting  region,  especially  of 
the  alleged  wanderings  and  observations  of  an  anonymous  writer,  brought  to 
light  by  the  Russian  traveller,  M.  Veniukoff,  and  recently  printed  in  the  London 
Geographical  Society's  Journal — the  authenticity  of  the  original  document  hav- 
ing been  called  in  serious  question  by  English  geographers.  He  exhibited  maps 
of  the  region,  and  pointed  out  how  it  was  being  approached  from  more  than  one 
side  by  geographical  exploration  and  discovery. 

Rev.  Cyrus  Byington,  for  nearly  fifty  years  a  missionary  among 
the  Choctaw  Indians,  being  present,  gave,  by  request,  some  account 
of  the  progress  of  civilization  and  religion  in  that  community 
during  his  presence  with  them,  and  described,  partly  in  answer  ti) 
questions,  some  of  the  striking  peculiarities  of  their  language. 

The  Society  then  adjourned,  to  meet  again  in  Boston,  on  the 
20th  of  May,  1868. 


PtoceedmgB  at  Boston^  -S/«y,  1868. 
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The  Annual  meeting  of  tlie  American  Oriental  Society  was  held 
in  Boston,  on  Wednesday,  May  20th,  at  the  usual  hour  and  place. 
The  President  being  absent,  the  chair  was  taken  by  Rev.  Dr.  R. 
Anderson,  Vice-President.  The  day  was  very  stormy,  and  the  at- 
tendance of  members  unusually  small. 

The  minutes  of  the  preceding  meeting  (at  New  Haven,  Oct. 
1867)  were  read  by  the  Recording  Secretary  and  .approved.  Re- 
ports from  the  retiring  officers  were  then  called  for. 

The  Treasurer's  report  was  ])rcsented,  in  his  absence,  by  the  Re- 
cording Secretary/  It  showed  the  income  and  expenses  of  the 
year  to  have  been  as  follows : 


RKCEI1*T8. 

Balance  on  hand,  May  22d,  1867. $1,049.76 

Annual  Assessnienta, $  75.00 

Sale  of  the  Journal, 149.49 

Interest  on  deposit  hi  Savuij(s  Bank, 107.88 

Total  receipts  of  the  year, 332.37 

$1,382.13 
E.VPENDITURKS. 

Priiitinj^  of  Proct»odings,  etc., $  92.72 

Kxpenses  of  Library  and  Correspondence,         .        .        .        .         29.81 

Total  exjienditures  of  the  year, $  122.53 

Balance  on  hand,  May  20tlj,  1868,  1,259.60 

$1,382.13 

The  accounts,  having  been  audited  by  a  committee  of  two,  ajv 
pointed  for  that  purpose,  were  accepted. 

The  Librarian  presented  a  list  of  donors  during  the  year  to  the 
Society's  collections,  and  gave  oral  explanations  of  the  character 
and  value  of  the  donations  made.  To  the  catalogue  of  the  Li- 
brary have  been  added  41  new  titles,  besides  one  manuscript  title. 

In  behalf  of  the  Committee  of  Publication,  a  report  was  made 
by  the  Corresponding  Secretary.  There  has  been  no  issue  of  the 
Journal  during  the  past  year,  owing  mainly  to  the  lack  of  suitable 
material.  Preparation  of  the  edition  of  the  Tiiittirlya-Pr:iti9akhya 
and  its  commentary,  the  Tribhashyaratna,  which  work  has  been 
intended  and  expected  to  occupy  a  part  of  the  next  volume,  has 
been  delayed  by  unforeseen  and  unavoidable  circumstances.  The 
delay,  however,  was  to  turn  out  greatly  for  the  advantage  of  the 
work,  since  new  and  very  important  manuscript  material  has  been 
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recently  secured.  Besides  a  collation  of  the  (imperfect)  Oxford 
MS.,  obtained  through  the  kind  offices  of  Prof.  Mttller,  a  copy  and 
collation  of  two  otner  manuscripts,  recently  discovered  in  the 
library  of  the  Royal  Asiatic  Society  in  London,  has  been  secured. 
Information  of  these  was  sent  to  Prof.  Whitney  by  Dr.  R.  Rost, 
Secretary  of  the  Roy.  As.  Soc,  last  autumn ;  and  the  copy  and 
collation  has  been  made,  with  his  kind  cooperation  and  aid,  by  Dr. 
Julius  Eggeling,  a  German  scholar  now  residing  in  England,  to 
whose  generous  and  friendly  devotion  the  work  will  be  greatly  in- 
debted for  its  completeness.  The  manuscripts  referred  to  have 
been  for  many  years  in  the  possession  of  the  London  Society,  but, 
being  written  in  the  southern  Indian  characters  (one  in  Malayalam, 
the  other,  on  strips  of  palm  leaf,  in  Grantham),  they  have  until 
now  esca]>ed  identification  and  notice.  Their  assistance  will  ren- 
der it  possible  to  furnish  a  satisfactory  text  of  the  commentary, 
which  it  is  accordingly  j)ro posed  to  add  in  full  to  the  treatise 
and  notes.  There  is  no  reason  to  l)elieve  that  a  half-volume  will 
not  be  ready  for  delivery  to  the  members  by  the  next  annual  meet- 
ing, and  the  other  half-volume  in  the  course  of  1869. 

The  Board  of  Directors  announced  that  the  autumn  meeting 
would  be  held  in  New  Haven,  Octol)er  14th,  and  that  Mr.  Cotheal 
of  New  York,  with  the  Recording  and  Oorrespotiding  Secretaries, 
would  act  as  a  Committee  of  Arrangements  for  it. 

They  also  gave  notice  that  they  liad  appointed  Prof.  Salisbury 
and  Rev.  Dr.  Clark  to  aid  the  Corresponding  Secretary  in  endeav- 
oring to  secure  a  more  extended  and  active  particijiation  of  Ameri- 
can Missionaries  in  the  work  of  the  Society ;  and  had  committed 
the  list  of  memV)ers  for  revisal  to  Professors  Salisbury,  lladley, 
and  Whitney,  with  directions  to  rej)ort  at  the  next  annual  meeting. 

Two  gentlemen,  recommended  by  the  Board  for  election  to 
membei*ship,  were  balloted  upon,  and  duly  elected,  namely : 

as  Corporate  Mem])er, 

Prof.  John  B.  Feuling,  Madison,  Wise, 
as  Corresponding  Member, 

Rev.  Charles  H.  H.  Wright,  of  Dresden. 

The  Corresj)onding  Secretary  called  the  attention  of  the  meet- 
ing to  the  unusual  loss  it  had  suffered  during  the  past  year  in  the 
death  of  four  of  its  Honorary  Members — namely,  Pro£  F.  Bopp 
of  Berlin,  the  Due  de  Luynes  and  M.  }{einaud  of  Paris,  and  Raja 
Radhakanta  Deva  of  Calcutta.  He  gave  a  brief  statement  of  the 
claims  of  each  of  these  gentlemen  to  the  respectful  and  grateful 
remembrance  of  Orientalists,  entering  into  more  detail  respecting 
the  brilliant  achievements  of  Bopp  in  the  department  of  compara- 
tive philology. 

Notice  was  also  taken  of  the  death  of  Prof.  C.  C.  Jewett  of 
Boston,  a  Corporate  Member,  Pro£  Peabody  of  Cambridge  giving 
some  account  of  his  life  and  literary  labors. 
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Messrs.  Ropes  of  Boston,  Sanborn  of  Springfield,  and  Hrigham 
of  Taunton,  were  appointed  a  Nominating  Committee  to  j)ropo8e 
a  board  of  officers  for  the  next  year.  They  presented  the  follow- 
ing ticket  (the  same  with  last  year's),  which  was  elected  without 
dissent : 

Ftesident — Pres.  T.  D.  Woolsey,  D.D.,  LL.D.,  of  New  Haven. 

i  Rev.  RuFus  Anderson,  D.D.,  "  Boston. 

Vice-Presidents  \  Hon.  Peter  Pabkee,  M.D.,  "  Washington. 

(  Prof.  Edwakd  E.  Salisbury,  "  New  Haven. 

Corresp,  Secretary — Prof.  W.  D.  Whitney,  Ph.D.,  "  New  Haven. 

aS^.  of  Classical  Section — Prof.  James  Hadley,  "  New  Haven. 

Recording  Secretary — Mr.  Kzra  Abbot,  "  Cambridge. 

Treasurer — Prof.  D.  C.  Gilman,  "  New  Haven. 

Librarian — Prof.  W.  D.  Whitney,  "  New  Haven. 

^Mr.  A.  I.  CoTHEAL,  "  New  York. 

Prof  W.  W.  Goodwin,  Ph.D.,  "  Cambridge. 

Prof  W.  H.  Green,  D.D.,  "  Princeton. 

Directors  {  Prof  J.  J.  Owen,  D.D.,  "  New  York. 

Prof.  A.  P.  Peabody,  D.D.,  "  Cambridge. 

Dr.  Charles  Pickerin*;,  "  Boston. 

Prof  John  Proudfit,  D.D.,  "  New  York. 

A  few  extracts  were  read  from  letters  received  since  the  last 
meeting.  Among  them  was  the  following,  from  Mr.  John  P. 
Brown  of  Constantinople,  dated  Jan.  24,  1868: 

*'  I  see  in  Triibner's  catalogue  that  my  little  work  on  '*  The  Dervishes  "  is  out  and 
for  sale,  although  I  have  not  yet  received  a  copy  of  it  I  have  just  had  printed, 
also,  in  London,  a  small  work,  called  ''Ancient  and  Modern  Constantinople," 
which  will  soon  be  for  sale.  I  shall  try  and  send  you  a  copy  of  each.  During 
the  spring  and  summer  months  I  have  been  absent,  and  have  done  but  little  in 
the  literary  line.  I  am  collecting  materials  for  a  "  Life  and  Times  of  A'li,  tlie  4th 
Caliph,"  which  I  hope  sometime  to  publislu  This  will  have  a  religious  rather 
than  a  historical  character — or  ratlier,  will  parfcvke  of  both. 

"  Dr.  Paspati  is  employed  on  a  large  work  on  '  the  Gypsies  and  their  Language, 
with  their  Talcs  and  Ballads.'  This  will  interest  you,  as  the  root*  of  their  lan- 
guage are  Sanskritic.  The  secret  religion  of  the  Gypsies  would  be  of  much  inter- 
est, and  may  be  found  in  their  tales  and  ballads;  but,  as  yet,  no  one  has  taken 
it  up.  Dr.  Mordtmann  of  this  city  has  promised  to  do  so,  but  has  not  as  yet 
accomplished 'anything,  so  far  as  1  am  aware." 

Only  one  communication  was  presentcMi  at  this  meetin^i^,  namely 
On  Bell's  "  Visible  Speech,"  by  Prof  W.  D.  Whitney,  of  New 
Haven. 

The  work  in  which  this  new  system  of  phonetic  writing  is  laid  before  the  pub- 
lic is  entitled  "  Visible  Speech:  the  Science  of  Universal  Alphabetics;  or.  Self- 
interpreting  Physiologic:  tl  Litters,  for  the  writing  of  all  Languages  in  one  Alpha- 
bet. Illustrated  by  Tables,  Diagrams,  and  Examples.  By  Alex.  Melville  Bell,  etc?, 
etc.  Inaugural  Edition.  London,  1867."  (4 to,  pp.  126.)  It  begins  with  an  ac- 
count of  the  circumstances  aitending  the  origination  and  development  of  the  sys- 
tem, of  the  attempt  made  by  its  author  to  get  it  taken  up  and  propagated  through 
the  community  by  the  Britisli  Government,  and  the  failure  of  tfiis  attempt,  of  the 
tests  through  which  it  had  triumphantly  passed,  and  of  the  testimony  given  in  its 
favor  by  practiced  phonetists  like  Mr.  A.  J.  Ellis*.  The  system  is  one  which  cuts 
loose  from  all  alphabets  in  present  use,  and  sets  up  a  new  scheme  of  signs,  of 


xl  American  Oriental  Society : 

which  every  element  is  intended  to  be  directly  symbolic  of  a  physical  act,  so  that 
each  letter  represents  the  whole  metlio<J  of  production  of  Uie  sound  it  stands  for, 
and  is,  after  the  symbolism  is  learned,  self-interpreting.  Not  only  articuUite 
sounds,  but  almost  all  audible  utterances  of  which  human  organs  are  capable,  are 
claimed  to  be  representable  by  it:  it  aims  at,  and  fairly  accomplishes,  more  than 
any  other  system  ever  invented.  Prof.  Whitney  gave  an  account  of  the  contents 
of  the  work,  and  an  analysis  and  criticism  of  its  signs  for  sounds.  He  sliowed 
that,  while  these  are  exceedingly  ingenious,  and  in  the  main  sufficiently  exact, 
they  nevertheless  are  far  from  being  entitled  to  all  the  credit  claimed  for  them. 
Even  in  the  consonantsd  part  of  the  alphabet,  Mr.  Bell's  analysis  of  not  a  few 
sounds  is  fiiulty,  and  his  designation  false ;  for  example,  in  8,  z,  th^  he  citlier  in- 
troduces symbols  of  unreal  acts,  or  omits  to  symbolize  other  real  acts  of  articula- 
tion, or  both.  With  his  treatment  of  the  far  more  difficult  matter  of  vowel  ut- 
terance much  more  fault  was  found :  his  whole  scheme  of  classification  and  de- 
scription of  the  vowels  was  rejected,  as  being  a  step  backward  rather  than  for- 
wani,  when  compared  with  tlie  labors  of  his  predecessors.  On  the  whole,  it  was 
asserted  that  Mr.  Bell  has  not  in  a  single  point  sensibly  advanced  the  science  of 
alphabetics,  although  he  has  shown  superior  skill  in  the  art  of  alphabetic  notation. 
He  is  disposed  also  to  overrate  the  value  and  usefulness  of  his  invention,  imagin- 
ing that  it  is  going  to  do  away  with  the  difficulties  of  learning  to  read,  of  learn- 
ing to  pronounce  a  foreign  langunge,  of  analyzing  and  representing  the  sounds  of 
unwritten  tongues,  and  the  like.  Whereas,  a  scheme  of  alphabetic  symbols  is 
like  a  scheme  of  chemical  symbols,  or  a  nomenclature  in  any  branch  of  science ; 
a  good  nomenclature  efficiently  facilitates  the  mastery  of  a  science,  as  a  bad  one 
throws  obstacles  in  the  way  of  it;  but  the  nomenclature  is  of  secondary  conse- 
quence, and  to  acquire  it  is  not  to  master  the  science.  It  is  to  phonetists  that 
Mr.  Bell's  system  must  be  chiefly  valuable,  and  there  seems  no  good  reason  why 
the  task  of  spreading  the  knowledge  and  use  of  it  should  have  been  assumed  by 
Government 

The  construction  of  the  volume  presenting  the  system  was  criticised  as  being 
far  too  obscure  and  difficult  By  first  giving  the  physical  descriptions  of  sounds 
complete,  and  putting  off*  all  illustnition  to  another  part  of  the  work,  the  author 
has  doubtless  repelled  many  who  might  otherwise  have  learned  to  understand  and 
favor  the  new  alphabet. 

After  8ome  discussion  of  the  subject  of  this  communication,  the 
Society  adjourned. 
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Thk  Society  met,  as  adjourned,  at  New  Haven,  in  the  Library- 
room  of  the  Sheffield  Scientific  School,  the  President  in  the  chaii\ 

The  minutes  of  the  last  meeting  having  been  read,  the  Commit- 
tee of  Arrangements  presented  their  plan  for  the  conduct  of  the 
present  session,  which  was,  on  motion,  adopted.  The  Society 
would  adjourn  at  about  6  o'clock,  in  order  to  accept  an  invitation 
from  the  President,  Dr.  Woolsey,  to  take  tea  at  his  house.  After 
tea,  it  would  receive  a  communication  from  Dr.  Martin,  and  would 
assemble  again  at  9  o'clock  on  Tlmrsday  morning,  to  hear  further 
communications. 

The  Directors  gave  notice  that  the  next  Annual  meeting  would 
be  holden  in  Boston,  on  Wednesday,  May  19th,  1869,  and  that 
they  had  appointed  for  it  the  same  Committee  of  Arrangements 
as  last  year — namely,  Mr.  Joseph  S.  Ropes  of  Boston, .and  the 
Recording  and  Corresponding  Secretaries. 

They  also  recommended  the  election,  as  Corporate  Members,  of 
the  following  gentlemen : 

Mr.  John  W.  Barrow,  of  New  York. 

Prof.  Albert  S.  Bickmore,  of  Hamilton,  N.  Y. 

Rev.  Edward  L.  Clark,  of  New  Haven. 

Mr.  Albert  F.  Heard,  of  Boston. 

Rev.  William  W.  Hicks,  of  Williamsburg,  N.  Y. 

Rev.  William  Patton,  D.D.,  of  New  Haven. 

Hon.  Elisha  R.  Potter,  of  South  Kingston,  R.  I. 

Ballot  being  had,  these  gentlemen  were  declared  duly  elected. 

Prof.  Whitney,  for  the  Committee  of  Publication,  stated  that 
still  another  manuscript  of  the  Taittiriya-Prati9akliya  and  its  com- 
mentary had  been  furnished  for  the  benefit  of  the  publication  to 
be  made  of  those  works  in  the  Journal.  It  was  a  copy,  made  by 
Dr.  S.  Goldschmidt,  of  a  manuscript  recently  sent  to  Prof.  Weber, 
at  Berlin,  by  Prof  Btthler  of  Bombay.  The  Directors  had  suita- 
bly acknowledged  the  kindness  of  Dr.  Goldschmidt  in  making  the 
transcription.  Tlie  work,  it  was  further  mentioned,  was  already 
in  part  prepared  for  the  press,  and  its  printing  would  be  soon 
commenced. 

The  correspondence  of  the  past  six  months  w^as  presented,  and 
extracts  from  it  were  read,  by  the  Corresponding  Secretary. 

Babu  Ramachandra  Ghosha,  under  date  of  Calcutta,  Jan.  4, 
1868,  WTites: 

'*  The  cultivation  of  Sanskrit  in  Europe  and  America  excites  a  general  interest ; 
it  has  formed  a  new  era  in  philology,  it  has  opened  tlie  dark  vistas  of  antiquity, 
and  contributed  to  the  establishment  of  great  ethnographical  facts.  It  is  highly 
delightful  to  see  a  taste  for  the  study  of  Sanskrit  reviving  in  Bengal.    Seven  hun- 
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dred  and  ninety-fivo  years  ago,  the  Brahmins  of  Bengal  were  so  ignorant  -  in  the 
higher  branches  of  the  Hindu  'Sastraa,  that  King  Adisur  had  to  request  the  Rajs 
of  Kanuj  to  send  down  five  Brahmins  well  known  for  their  erudition.  Schools  of 
an  elementary  character  m^ay  have  existed*  at  this  time,  but  no  institutions  of  a 
higher  order  were  then  to  be  found  in  Bengal  Now,  many  schools  are  found  in 
HAlisahar,  BhAtpdrd,  and  Nuddea,  where  the  higher  branches  of  the  Hindu  'Sastras 
are  carefully  studied.  Celebrated  schools,  especially  of  the  Nyaya  philosophy, 
however,  had  been  established  long  before  in  Mithila.  This  prevalence  of  the 
N3^ya  Philosophy  in  Mithila  can  be  accounted  for  by  the  fact  that  Gotama  estab- 
lished a  school  at  a  place  not  far  distant  from  that  renowned  city,  and  the  study 
was  kept  up  by  his  pupils  for  a  considerable  time.  The  fir^t  regular  school  of 
philosophy  established  in  Bengal  was  that  of  Bashudeva  Sarvobhauma.  Of  tlio 
numerous  students  of  that  Pandit,  the  names  of  three  have  become  known  through- 
out the  land.  This  constellation  of  bright  names  is  composed  of  Raghunandana, 
Chaitanya,  and  RaghunAtha  'Siromani.  The  first  compiled  the  Smriti,  whose  dic- 
tum is  now  law ;  the  second  was  tlie  famous  Vaii«hnava  reformer ;  and  the  third, 
the  genius  whoso  philosophical  acumen  Bengal,  nay  India,  may  well  be  proud  of. 
RaghunAtha  wrote  a  work  exposing  the  fallacies  of  the  several  expositions  of  the 
Ghint^ani,  a  book  written  by  Grangeshopadhy&ya,  who  had  graduated  at  Mithila. 
This  treatise  is  a  full  development  of  the  abstruser  parts  of  the  science,  as  laid 
down  in  miniature  by  Gotama.  Nuddea  is  still  regarded  as  the  focus  of  philo- 
sophical learning.  A  number  of  geniuses  appeared  one  after  another,  and  the 
profound  works  of  these  mighty  minds  have  shed  a  glory  on  India  itself.  The 
number  of  the  Pandits  in  Calcutta  who  have  written  treatises  on  diflferent  branches 
of  learning  in  Sanskrit  is  very  small  Here  we  have  a  very  small  number  of  men 
who  take  any  interest  at  all  in  the  labors  of  an  antiquarian.  Babu  Rajendralala 
has  already  written  several  papers  on  diiferent  subjects  appertaining  to  the  prime- 
val history  of  Indin,  but  has  only  reproduced  the  facts  which  have  long  since 
been  brought  to  light  by  Lassen  and  others,  in  a  different  garb.  Babu  R^jendra- 
Ula  is  now  engaged  in  compiling  a  Pr&krita  Dictionary.  Prof.  Biihler  of  Puna 
College  has  finished  his  very  learned  essay  on  the  Asvins,  and  is  now  busy  witli 
«n  edition  of  Gobhila's  Grihya  Sutra,  with  N^r&yana's  commentary. 

*'  Having  lately  had  occasion  to  refer  to  the  Ganes'a  Purina,  I  found  that  the 
author  of  this  has  artfully  blended  Buddhism  with  the  other  subjects  of  his  work. 
The  Ganes'a  Punina  comprises  two  KAndas.  Both  the  KAndas  sanction  the  wor- 
ship of  Gtanes'a.  An  account  of  Gritsamada  forms  a  part  of  this  Purdna.  Gritsa- 
mada  was  the  grandson  of  Raja  Bhima  of  V idarbha. 

"My  work  on  the  Vedas  is  now  in  the  press.  When  it  is  published,  I  shall  be 
very  happy  to  send  you  a  copy  of  it     My  essay  on  the  Aryans  is  out  of  print  .  .  .  ." 

Rev.  A.  P.  Happer,  D.D.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  June  17,  1868 : 

*'  I  have  been  quite  interested  in  looking  at  the  Proceedings  of  the  two  meetings 
as  published,  which  you  have  kindly  sent  me  with  your  circular.  I  have  been 
especially  interested  in  reading  the  summary  of  the  contents  of  the  paper  read  by 
Pres.  Woolsey,  of  Yale  College,  on  the  word  for  *GoD,'  in  Chinese.  That  iff  a 
subject  which  has  engaged  great  attention  in  China.  The  discussion  has  all  been 
conducted  during  tlie  twenty-four  ye.-irs  of  my  residence  in  China  and  connection 
with  Cliinese  missions.  The  question  is  not,  what  word  or  compound  term 
would  be  free  from  difficulties?  That  question  could  be  easily  settled.  But  the 
que><tion  is  connected  with  the  translation  of  the  .Sacred  Scriptures,  and  it  is  very 
definite  and  precise.  What  Chinese  word  is  the  best  to  translate  Elohim  of  the 
Hebrew  and  T?u:os  of  the  Greek  Testament?  When  answering  the  question,  no 
philologist  can  say  that  Tien-chu,  which  is  not  a  simple  word,  but  a  compoimd 
term,  made  by  the  Jesuit  missionaries,  and  wliiclr means  'Heaven's  Lord,*  can  in 
any  way  be  regarded  as  a  translation  of  Ekhim,  or  Theos,  or  God, 
.  "As  a  title  of  the  true  God,  it  may  and  it  is  verj'  properly  used;  but  it  is  so' 
used  very  sparingly  by  Protestants,  for  this  reason.  By  general  ufage  of  the  Chi- 
nese, Roman  Cadiolicism  is  designated  "  The  religion  of  the  Lord  of  Heaven,"  I  e. 
Tien-chu  kiau:  while,  by  a  like  general  usage  of  the  Chinese  themselves,  Prot- 
estantism is  called  "The  religion  of  Jesus,"  Yesu  kiau.  This  uprge  originated 
from  the  Romanists*  using  that  lerm  to  designate  the  true  God;  while,  of  course, 
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Protestants  in  their  preaching  have  principally  spoken  of  Jesus  as  the  Savior  of 
sinners.  Protestants  here  used  Te-wo-wah  to  represent  the  proper  name  "  Jeho- 
vah "  of  the  true  God,  as  they  use  Ye-su  to  represent  the  name  of  Jesus.  It  ap- 
pears very  undesirable  that  Protestants  shoiild  be  confounded  by  the  Chinese  with 
Roraanista  This  would  be  the  case  if  they  used  Tien-cfMi,  This,  however,  is  a 
subordinate  reason.  The  chief  reason  is  that  that  compoimd  term  is  not  a  trans- 
lation for  the  words  in  the  original  languages.  *  Neither  is  the  term  Shang-ti  a 
translution  of  the  words  in  the  original ;  this  is  also  a  compound  term,  originally 
meaning  '* Ruler  above,"  or  "Supreme  Ruler ^'  among  gods,  as  Hwcmg-ti  is  the 
highest  ruler  among  men,  and  is  the  name  of  the  Emperor  in  China.  Shcmg-H  is 
now  also  used  as  the  title  of  an  idol — ^the  proper  and  distinctive  name  of  an  idoU 
as  much  as  Jupiter  was. 

"While  shin  may  be  admitted  to  be  "  vague  and  general,"  yet  were  not  Flohim 
and  ITieos  vague  and  general  words?  Are  they  not  applied  iu  the  Scriptures  to 
false  gods,  to  many  gods,  to  male  and  female  gods,  to  gods  of  the  hills  and  of  the 
valleys,  gods  of  great  dignity  and  of  small  dignity,  to  gods  of  many  divine  quali- 
ties and  gods  who  had  qualities  which  are  not  divine — in  a  word,  to  all  that  class 
of  beings  which  by  polytheists  were  worshipped  ?  And  yet,  by  usage,  they  are 
very  properly  applied,  without  any  derogation  to  his  character  or  dignity,  to  de- 
signate the  only  living  and  true  God,  "  whose  name  is  above  every  name."  The 
use  of  these  words,  thus  applied  to  the  true  and  the  false,  to  the  one  only  God 
and  to  the  multitude  tliat  are  false  gods,  does  not  produce  any  confusion,  either  in 
Hebrew,  Greek,  or  English. 

"  Now  shtH  is  such  a  ''  general  and  vague  "  word.  It  is  applied  by  the  Chinese  to 
all  the  objects  of  their  idolatrous  worship,  which  are  represented  by  idols  of  wood 
and  stone  and  paper,  and  for  the  wor^ip  of  which  they  erect  temples,  and  to 
worship  which  they  have  shrines  in  every  family  residence,  store,  and  workshop. 
There  are  shin  of  the  hills  and  valleys,  a  shin  of  fecundity,  a  shin,  a  goddess, 
"the  hearer  of  prayer  and  the  most  compassionate  one  who  saves  from  suffering 
and  misery,"  shin  in  Heaven,  shin  on  the  Earth.  The  Chinese  go  to  their  tem- 
ples to  worship  shin.  They  pray  to  shin  to  restore  their  health.  They  return 
thanks  to  shin  for  prosperity.  There  is  a  shin  called  the  sJtin  of  wealth.  Now 
what  word  in  English  would  translate  shin  in  ail  these  cases?  Wiiy,  mani- 
festly, '  god,  gods,  goddess ' — and  if  that  is  the  word  that  represents  all  the  various 
objects  of  false  or  idolatrous  worship,  what  should  be  done  when  we  wish  to  teach 
that  idolatrous  people  to  worship  the  true  Gkxi,  but  to  tell  them  there  is  a  true 
ffhin,  whoso  name  is  Jehovah,  and  who  is  "  the  Maker  of  the  Heavens  and  the 
Earth."  Is  there  any  vagueness  in  such  a  statement?  Does  it  not  avail  of  all 
the  knowledge  which  they  have  of  God  iu  general  from  the  light  of  nature  and 
tradition,  and  tell  them  that  the  Bible  teaches  there  is  only  oue  object  of  proper 
divine  worship? — ^that  Jehovah  is  therefore  the  only  and  the  true  «Aw,  while  all 
those  shin  which  they  have  hitherto  worshipped  are  false  shin,  and  they  must 
cease  to  worship  them  ?  Will  any  other  word  so  definitely  state  to  them  the  only 
tnie  object  of  worship,  and  so  distinctly  cut  them  off  from  all  worsiii]($  of  false 
gods?  Can  any  person  preach  to  a  polytheistic  people,  without  having  a  word 
which,  like  Elohim  and  Theos  and  "god,"  will  admit  of  being  applied  to  one  only 
and  to  many,  to  the  true  and  the  false,  to  male  and  female,  etc.,  etc.  ?  I  think 
not  Can  Tien-chu  be  so  used?  No,  there  is  only  one  "  Heaven's  Lord."  It  is  a 
title,  and  cannot  be  used  to  translate  Elohim  or  Theos.  Try  it  in  the  passage 
"The  great  goddess  Diana"  (Acts  xix.  35).  It  would  read,  "Great  Heaven's 
Lord  Diana,"  which  is  an  absurdity;  but  "great  shin  Diana"  is  as  idiomatic  in 
Chinese  as  "great  goddess  Diana"  is  in  English.  When  the  teaching  of  the  Bible 
has  driven  away  idolatry,  the  now  "  vague  "  word  shin  will  be  as  definite,  mean- 
ing the  one  true  God,  as  "  God  "  is  in  English,  or  Thens  is  in  Greek. 

"The  arguments  that  shin  is  the  true,  the  proper,  and  the  only  word  to  use  in 
translating  Elohim  and  Theoa,  are,  in  my  opinion,  unanswerable.  At  the  same 
1;ime,  I  think  that  such  titles  as  Tien-chu,  Shang-ti,  Maker  of  Heaven,  eta,  etc., 
may  be  properly  and  wisely  applied  to  Jehovah,  to  assist  in  conveying  to  the  Chi- 
nese mind  the  character  and  power  of  Jehovah,  the  one  true  shin. 

"  Excuse  me  for  writing  so  nuich ;  I  had  no  such  purpose  when  I  commenced." 
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Upon  the  subject  of  this  letter,  Dr.  Martin,  of  Peking,  at  the  invitation  of  the 
President,  remarked  somewhat  as  follows : 

*'  The  common  objection  tliat  Tien-^hu  was  coined  by  Europeans,  and  therefore 
is  no  Chinese  word,  is  founded  on  an  error.  That  term  is  found  in  the  works  of 
Sze  Ma-ts'ien,  the  great  historian  of  the  Han  dynasty,  B.C.  1 22.  It  is  there  ap- 
plied to  one  of  eight  divinities,  who  is  called  Tien-chUj  the  Lord  of  Heaven, 
in  distinction  from  7l-chu,  the  Lord  of  Earth,  Uai-chu^  the  Lord  of  the  Sea, 
etc.  The  composition  of  the  terra  is  therefore  not  original  with  the  Roman 
Catholic  missionaries.  Nor  was  its  application  to  the  supreme  and  only  God  alto- 
gether so. 

"  On  a  mountain  in  the  vicinity  of  Peking,  a  stone  gateway,  bearing  the  inscrip- 
tion 2\en-chu-kung^  '  Palace  of  the  Lord  of  Heaven,'  marks  the  site  of  a  ruined 
temple.  This  might  have  been  taken  for  the  niins  of  a  Christian  church,  but  for 
a  more  extended  inscription  on  an  adjacent  pillar,  which  describes  the  temple  as 
erected  in  honor  of  Shang-ti,  the  Jupiter  of  the  Chinese  Pantlieon,  who  is  there 
represented  as  the  God  of  Nature.  The  term,  in  its  later  as  well  as  its  earlier 
sense,  had  become  obsolete,  and  to  the  Roman  Catholic  missionaries  belongs  the 
credit  of  reviving  it  in  its  later  and  purer  signification. 

"  In  the  recent  movement  towards  the  adoption  of  Tien-chu,  those  Protestant 
missionaries  who  favored  it  were  influenced  by  four  considerations:  Ist,  a  desire 
to  escape  the  difficulties  besotting  the  use  of  the  rival  terms  Shin  and  Shang-ti; 
2d,  to  find  a  common  ground  on  which  all  Christians,  Catholic  and  Protestant, 
might  unite ;  3d,  to  profit  by  the  experience  of  their  Roman  Catholic  predecessors ; 
4th,  to  avail  themselves  of  the  advantage  derived  from  the  currency  which  has 
been  given  to  Tien-chu  by  the  Roman  Catholics,  and  to  Chu  by  the  Mohamme- 
dans. 

"  Dr.  Happer  was  wrong  in  supposing  that  Tien-chu  was  to  be  taken  promiscu- 
ously for  God,  god,  and  gods.  It  was  only  used  in  a  special  signification,  shin 
being  retained  for  idol  gods,  and  divinity  in  general.  Nor  does  this  use  of  shin 
preclude  its  use  in  the  formula  Shengshin,  for  *  Holy  Ghost;'  shin  in  the  one  case 
not  departing  more  widely  from  its  popular  sense,  than  ghost  does  in  the  other." 

Dr.  John  Muir,  Edinburgh,  July  17,  1868: 

".  .  .  .  In  preparing  the  new  edition  of  the  third  volume  of  my  'Sanskrit  Texts,' 
I  luivo  had  my  attention  drawn  again  to  the  Vedanta  Sutras,  and  to  'Kankara's  ac- 
count of  the  use  made  by  the  rival  schools  of  Indian  philosophy  of  the  Vedic 
texts  to  supi)ort  their  own  views — interpreting  tliem  as  variously  as  Christian 
divines  do  the  Bible.  I  have  had  the  desire,  experienced  before,  renewed  in  me 
of  seeing  a  complete  English  version  of  'Sankara  produced ;  as  I  think  that  these 
Indian  speculations,  even  if  they  should  be  found  to  contribute  little  or  nothing  to 
the  true  theory  of  Being  and  the  relation  of  the  Finite  and  the  Infinite  (which  I 
should  be  slow  to  affirm),  are  at  least  deserving  of  notice,  more  notice  than  they 
have  yef  received,  in  the  history  of  human  thought.  I  have  recently  written  to 
K-  M.  Baneijen,  to  see  if  he  can  be  induced  to  translate  'Sankara.  I  also  wrote 
not  long  ago  to  my  brother  (the  author  of  the  life  of  Mahomet),  who  has  lately 
been  appointed  lieutenant-governor  of  the  North-West  Provinces  of  India,  and 
has  the  Benares  College  under  his  control,  to  ask  if  he  could  get  any  one  to 
complete  the  late  Dr.  Ballantyne's  translations  of  tlie  Sutras,  of  which  only  Uie 
Silnkhya  and  most  of  the  Nyaya  were  finished " 

Rev.  William  Tracy,  Norwich,  Conn.,  Sept.  3,  1868: 

"  Just  before  leaving  India  last  year,  I  procured  a  fiumber  of  small  copper  coins, 
most  of  tliem  apparently  of  considerable  antiquity.  There  were  also  among  them 
two  small  ancient  gold  coins,  and  a  few  silver  ones,  tlie  latter  mostly  recent. 

"These  coins,  of  which  I  send  you  si>ecimens,  are  dug  up  from  tlie  niins  of 
ancient  towns  and  villages  in  the  South  of  India,  and  their  devices  indicate  tlie 
diffi?rent  dynasties  under  which  tliey  were  coined;  and  in  some  oises  also,  the 
religion  dominant  at  the  time.  Some  appear  to  be  Buddhistic,  some  Brahmanic, 
of  the  Vaishnava  sect,  and  others  of  the  Saiva  sect.     A  few  arc  Mohammedan.     T 
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regret  that  I  am  unable  to  give  a  more  definite  description  of  these  coins,  but 
since  obtaining  them  I  have  had  neither  time  nor  facilities  for  making  a  satisfac- 
tory examination  of  them.  If  you  think  they  are  of  enough  interest  to  warrant 
their  being  placed  in  the  Cabinet  of  the  Society,  please  make  such  a  disposal  of 
them. 

"I  take  the  liberty,  also,  of  sending  a  few  specimens  of  potter}',  from  what  I 
suppose  to  be  ancient  Buddfiistic  sepulchres,  such  as  are  found  in  various  parts 
of  India.  Some  of  the  best  specimens  I  had  procured  were  entirely  destroyed 
by  the  carelessness  of  tlie  native  coolies  in  India.  Those  which  I  send  have  been 
restored  as  far  as  possible ;  in  one  instance  only  n  few  fragments  remain  to  show 
the  original  form  of  the  vessel 

"  The  only  metallic  remains  found  in  these  sepulchres  in  Southern  India,  so  far 
as  I  know,  are  in  the  form  of  daggers,  or  sacrificial  knives.  The  oxidized  frag- 
ments of  an  instrument  of  this  kind,  apparently  a  dagger,  accompany  the  vessels 
sent.  Similar  remains  are  found  in  all  parts  of  Southern  India,  and  closely  re- 
semble those  found  in  the  Buddhist  Topes  of  the  Penjab. 

"  These  ancient  burial  places,  as  found  in  Southern  India,  are  of  two  kinds.  The 
first  is  simply  a  large  funereal  urn,  of  coarse  pottery,  from  three  to  four  feet  in 
height,  pointed  at  the  bottom,  and  covered  with  a  closely  fitting  top,  within  which 
are  deposited  various  earthen  utensils,  such  as  those  I  send  you.  These  contain 
small  fragments  of  bones  and  ashes ;  and,  in  one  instance,  I  have  found  in  them 
the  husks  of  rice,  in  a  good  state  of  preservation.  A  large  slab  of  stone,  five  or 
six  feet  square,  is  sometimes  placed  above  the  urn,  one  or  two  feet  below  the 
ground,  and  the  place  of  burial  is  indicated  by  a  large  circle  of  stones  on  tlie  sur- 
face.   The  places  of  burial  were  usually  selected  in  a  hard  and  dry  gravelly  soil. 

"  The  second  class  of  these  ancient  sepulchres  is  less  common  than  the  first 
They  are  formed  of  slabs  of  stone,  enclosing  a  small  chamber,  and  covered  by  an- 
other slab,  generally  on  a  level  with  the  surface  of  the  ground.  Quite  a  large  col- 
lection of  these  in  found  about  twenty-five  miles  from  Madura,  and  a  few  rods  to 
the  east  of  the  Trichinopoly  road.  Some  of  these  are  covered  with  heaps  of  stones, 
but  most  are  surrounded  witli  a  circle  of  stones  similar  to  those  mentioned  above. 
Some,  I  found  on  visiting  them,  had  been  opened,  probably  by  some  one  in  search 
of  treasure.  One  or  two,  of  better  workmanship  than  the  rest,  were  encircled  by 
a  carefully  biult  and  well  preserved  platform  of  stone.  The  sides  were  formed 
of  slabs  from  six  to  eight  feet  square,  and  three  or  four  inches  thick ;  and  a  simi- 
lar slab  divided  the  room  into  two  equal  compartments.  Three  or  four  feet  from 
the  top,  a  shelf  of  stone,  twenty  inches  wide  and  three  inches  thick,  ran  across 
the  whole  length  of  the  tomb.  Near  the  bottom  of  each  compartment,  a  hole,  fif- 
teen to  eighteen  inches  in  diameter,  was  cut  through  the  stone,  forming  a  passage 
into  the  tomb,  which  was  closed  by  a  fiat  stone  placed  against  it  on  the  outside. 
Through  this  passage,  probably,  the  remains  of  the  dead  were  conveyed  to  their 
final  resting  place. 

"  One  or  two  of  the  tombs  were  almost  entirely  above  ground,  and,  having  one 
of  the  sides  partially  broken  out,  were  used  as  an  occasional  place  of  rest  and 
shelter  by  the  shepherds  of  the  neighborhood. 

"  From  the  form  of  these  tombs,  I  should  judge  that  the  bodies  were  deposited 
in  them  without  having  been  burned.  No  signs  of  funeral  utensils  were  seen, 
and  my  limited  time  would  not  allow  me  to  make  any  fresh  excavations. 

"  Tombs  of  this  description  are  found  in  several  places  in  the  Madura  district — 
in  the  mountains  as  well  as  in  the  plains,  and  also  in  the  districts  north  of  Madras. 
The  present  inhabitants  have  no  knowledge  of  the  people  who  constructed  them. 
One  tradition  regards  them  as  a  race  of  men  who  never  died,  and  who  were 
placed  in  these  tombs  with  a  little  rice  and  water  in  cups  for  their  sustenance. 
Another  tradition  is,  that  in  ancient  times  there  lived  here  a  race  who  were  the 
enemies  of  the  gods,  and  whose  great  wickedness  led  the  latter  to  determine 
upon  their  destruction.  They  first  attempted  to  accomplish  tliis  by  a  shower  of 
fire,  but  the  people  constructed  these  stone  dwellings,  and  thus  protected  them- 
selves from  the  fiery  storm.  Afterwards,  the  gods  poured  out  a  fiood  of  mud  and 
water,  which  filled  Uieir  dwellings  and  destroyed  the  wicke»l  race. 
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*'  This  tradition  possibly  refers  to  the  destruction  of  the  Buddhists,  who  were 
always  regarded  as  the  enemies  of  the  Brahmanical  deities,  and  who,  if  other  local 
traditions  are  true,  were  persecuted,  and  finally  exterminated,  by  the  Brahmins 
and  their  adherents,  a  few  scattered  remnants  alone  having  continued  in  existence 
till  the  eleventh  or  twelfth  century.- 

'^  Regretting  that  the  remains  I  send  are  so  scanty,  and  my  information  respect- 
ing them  so  meager,  I  remain,  etc." 

Annexed  to  Mr.  Tracy's  letter  is  a  list  of  the  coins  sent,  numbering  about  one 
himdred  and  fifty,  among  them  a  dozen  silver  coins  and  two  gold  ones.  The  coins 
and  the  remains  from  the  tombs  were  laid  upon  the  table,  for  the  inspoctioD  of 
the  members  present 

Mr.  Hyde  Clarke,  London,  Sept.  13,  1868: 

After  giving  a  statement  of  the  various  ethnographical  inquiries  which  he  is 
engaged  in  pursuing,  Mr.  Clarke  concludes: 

'*  Next  season  I  lay  the  foundations  of  a  new  subject  by  a  course  of  lectures  at 
the  London  institutions  on  Comparative  History,  or  the  phenonieua  common  to 
the  history  of  many  nations." 

After  the  reading  of  the  correspondence,  communications  were 
called  for. 

1.  On  the  Study  of  Alchemy  in  China,  by  Rev.  William  A.  P. 
Martin,  D.D.,  of  ^Peking. 

After  tracing  briefly  the  connection  between  alchemy  and  chemistry,  the  paper 
proceeded  to  its  main  object,  viz.:  to  demonstrate  that  the  origin  of  European 
alchemy  was  to  be  sought  in  China. 

In  support  of  this  view  the  following  considerations  were  adduced,  and  illus- 
trated by  citations  from  Chinese  and  other  works. 

1.  The  study  of  alchemy  had  been  in  full  vigor  in  China  for  at  least  six  cen- 
turies, before  it  made  its  appearance  in  Europe.  It  did  not  appear  in  Europe  until 
the  fourth  century,  when  intercourse  with  the  far  East  had  become  somewhat  fre- 
quent It  appeared  first  at  Byzantium  and  Alexandria,  where  ihc  commerce  of 
Uie  East  chiefly  centered,  and  was  subsequently  revived  in  Europe  by  tlie  Saracens, 
whose  most  famous  school  of  alchemy  was  at  Bagdad,  where  intercourse  with 
Eastern  Asia  was  frequent. 

2.  The  objects  of  pursuit  in  both  schools  were  identical,  and  in  either  case  two- 
fold— immortality  and  gold.  In  Europe  tlie  former  was  the  less  prominent,  be- 
catse  the  people,  being  in  possession  of  Christianity,  had  a  vivid  faith  in  a  future 
life,  to  satisfy  their  longings  on  that  head. 

3.  In  either  school  there  were  two  elixirs,  the  greater  and  the  less,  and  the 
properties  ascribed  to  them  closely  correspond. 

4.  The  principles  underlying  both  systems  are  identical — the  composite  nature 
of  the  metals,  and  their  vegetation  from  a  seminal  genu.  Indeed,  Uio  characters 
t»ing  for  the  germ,  and  fai  for  the  matrix,  which  constantly  occur  in  the  writings 
of  Chinese  alchemists,  might  be  taken  for  the  translation  of  terms  in  the  vocabu- 
lary of  the  Western  school,  if  their  higher  antiquity  did  not  forbid  the  hy- 
pothesis. 

5.  The  ends  in  view  being  the  same,  the  means  by  which  they  were  pursued 
were  nearly  identical — mercury  and  lead  being  as  conspicuous  in  the  laboratories 
of  the  East,  as  mercury  and  sulphur  were  in  those  of  the  West.  It  is  of  less  sig- 
nificance to  add  that  many  other  substances  wore  common  to  both  schools,  than 
to  note  the  remarkable  coincidence  that,  in  (Chinese  as  in  European  alchemy,  the 
names  of  the  two  principal  reagents  are  nsed  in  a  mystical  scnso. 

6.  Both  schools,  or  at  least  individuals  in  both  schools,  hold  the  doctrine  of  a 
cycle  of  changes,  in  the  course  of  which  the  precious  metals  revert  to  their  baser 
elements. 

7.  Both  are  closely  interwoven  with  astrology. 

8.  Both  led  to  the  practice  of  magical  arts,  and  unbounded  charlatanism. 
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9.  Both  deal  in  language  of  equal  extravagance;  and  the  style  of  European 
alchemists,  so  unlike  the  sobriety  of  thought  characteristic  of  the  Western  mind, 
would,  if  considered  alone,  give  us  no  very  uncertain  indication  of  its  orig^  in 
the  fervid  fancy  of  tlie  Orient 

2.  Greek  Inscriptions  from  the  Vicinity  of  Amasia,  in  the  Ancient 
Pontus,  by  Rev.  Julius  Y.  Leonard,  a  Missionary  of  the  American 
Board. 

Mr.  Leonard  gave  a  brief  description  of  Amasia  in  northern  Asia  Minor,  where 
ho  hafl  resided  for  several  years  as  a  missionary.  It  was  the  birth-place  of  Uie 
geographer  Strabo,  and  at  an  earlier  period  had  been  the  royal  residence  of  the 
princes  of  Pontus.  He  spoke  of  the  remains  of  ancient  constructions  found  in 
and  about  it.  Greek  inscriptions  were  occasionally  met  with;  several  of  them 
were  given  by  Hamilton  in  his  *'  Researches  in  Asia  Minor."  Mr.  Leonard  himself 
had  copied  seven  or  eight  others,  which  he  presented  to  the  Society.  Tliree  were 
from  a  place  called  Vezir-Keoprcn,  in  the  pashalic  of  Amasia:  one  was  from 
Ak-Tepe,  and  two  from  Avdan-Keoy,  villages  (each  of  them)  about  three  miles 
distant  from  Vezir-Keopren.  He  entered  into  some  details  as  to  tlie  places  where 
the  inscriptions  wore  found,  the  size  and  shape  of  the  stones,  the  size  of  the 
letters,  etc. 

Professor  Hadley,  after  stating  that  he  had  had  only  a  few  minutes  to  look  at 
the  inscriptions,  proceeded  to  make  some  remarks  on  their  appearance.  They 
seemed  to  be  wholly  of  a  sepulchral  character.  Tliey  were  all  more  or  less  im- 
perfect, having  suffered  losses,  either  by  the  breaking  of  the  stone,  or  by  deface- 
ment of  its  surface,  making  many  lettern  illegible.  One  or  two  inscriptions  could 
hardly  be  made  to  yield  any  continuous  sense.  The  most  legible  was  that  in- 
scribed on  the  face  of  the  rock  at  the  entrance  of  a  tomb  in  Amasia.  It  was  also 
the  most  interesting  in  its  contents,  being  in  verse,  and  consisting  of  four  elegiac 
distichs,  which,  however,  were  obviously  rude  and  faulty  in  their  metrical  struc- 
ture. 

Some  further  account  of  these  inscriptions  will  probably  be  given  in  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  Society. 

3.  Qn  Onomatopoeia  in  the  Algonkin  Languages,  by  Mr.  J. 
Hammond  Trumbull,  of  Hartford,  Conn. 

In  Dr.  Wilson's  "  Prehistoric  Man  "  (2d  edition,  p.  56)  is  given  a  list  of  twenty- 
six  namoM  of  animals  which  ho  regards  as  of  onomatopoetic  origin,  and  as  illustra- 
ting the  fact  that  '*  primitives  originating  directly  from  the  observation  of  natural 
sounds  are  not  uncommon  among  the  native  root- words  of  the  New  World." 
This  list  has  been  used  by  Mr.  Farrar  (Chapters  on  Language,  pp.  24-6)  in  sup- 
port of  his  averment  that,  in  savage  vocabularies,  "almost  eveiy  name  for  an 
animal  is  a  striking  and  obvious  onomatopoeiii."  Hence  the  inquiry  raised  in  tliis 
paper  as  to  the  actual  derivation  of  the  names  in  question. 

Mr.  Trumbull  premised  by  s>»ying  that,  considering  our  imperfect  comprehen- 
sion of  the  Algonkin  dialects,  we  could  not  be  expected  to  refute  every  assumed 
and  doubtful  onomatopoeia  by  a  true  etymology.  Of  a  part  of  the  words  in  the 
list,  it  can  only  be  said  that  their  origin  is  not  primd  facie  mimetic.  Respecting 
others,  the  fact  can  be  proved.  Thus  koo-koo8h,  'sow,'  is  demonstrably  derived, 
by  an  adaptation  of  the  name  for  'porcupine,'  from  a  root  signifving  'sharp,'  and 
it  designates  '  a  bad  bristly  or  prickly  animal.'  As  to  pe-zhew,  '  wild  cat,'  forms  of 
which  are  widely  distributed,  and  used  to  denote  various  of  the  feline  animals, 
there  is  a  bare  possibility  that  it  may  be  imitative,  bnt  no  more.  These  are  the 
only  names  of  quadrupeds  in  the  list  Of  the  nineteen  names  of  birds,  four  or 
five  are  presumably  mimetic  (including  tliose  of  the  owl  and  crow),  six  or  seven 
possibly  so,  and  the  rest  obviously  derivative  and  significant  Shi-ahetb^  '  duck,' 
like  duck  itself,  comes  from  a  root  signifying  '  dive.'  Pau-pau-aay^  '  the  common 
spotted  woodpecker,'  means  'a  spotted  bird.'  Mooah-kah-ooa^  'bittern,'  denotes  a 
frequenter  of  marshes.  No-no-no-caus-ee^  'humming-bird' — ^a  strange  enough 
onomatopoeia  I — ^means  'the  exceedingly  delicate  creature.'    Of  the  asserted  lui- 


xlviii  American  Oriental  Society  : 

metic  names  for  '  frog,'  one  signifies  '  diver,'  and  the  other,  as  it  belongs  also  to 
the  toad,  is  not  likely  to  bo  truly  imitative.  And  so  on.  If  only  one-fourth  of 
a  list  carefully  gleaned  from  t^ree  dialects  can  be  fairly  set  down  as  onomato- 
poeic, how  much  less  is  likely  to  be  the  proportion  of  such  names  to  the  whole 
vocaljulary  of  any  one  tribe  ? 

Mr.  Trumbull  affirmed  that  most  Algonkin  names  of  animals  are  descriptive  de- 
rivatives, and  that  the  few  apparent  exceptions  belong  to  species  which  are  more 
often  heard  than  seen,  while  it  is  doubtful  if  any  name  of  a  quadruped  is  purely 
mimetia  To  illustrate  this,  he  gave  a  brief  list  of  names,  with  their  derivations. 
He  further  drew  attention  to  certain  curious  features  of  Indian  nomenclature, 
especially  to  the  coml»ination  of  a  generic  characteristic  with  specific  names;  as, 
for  example,  certain  swimming  animals  have  a  common  suffix  of  derivation  com- 
ing from  a  root  that  means  'put  the  head  above  water;'  others,  one  that  means 
*bite;'  others,  'scratch.'  or  'tear;'  of  plants,  some  are  thus  marked  as  to  bo 
eaten  green,  as  nut-bearing,  as  having  eatable  roots,  and  so  on.  Such  a  suffix, 
in  the  Chippeway  and  allied  tongues,  is  gun^  the  formative  of  the  instrumentive 
participial ;  the  occurrence  of  which  at  the  end  of  the  name  for  '  shooting-ifistru- 
ment'  has  misled  Mr.  Farrar  into  affirming  (p.  34)  that  "in  some  cases  the  onoma- 
topoeic instinct  is  so  strong  that  it  asserts  itself  side  by  side  with  the  adoption  of 
a  name  "  from  a  foreign  language. 


At  the  evening  gathering,  at  Pres.  Woolsey's,  the  Society  was 
called  to  order,  after  tea,  at  about  8  o'clock,  and  listened  to  a  lec- 
ture by  Dr.  Martin,  on  the  present  and  prospective  relations  of 
China  to  the  Western  world.  Some  of  the  topics  which  he  treated 
of  and  illustrated,  may  be  briefly  stated  as  follows : 

It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  Chinese  mind  is  utterly  immobile  and  inca- 
pable of  change. 

China  had  passed  through  no  fewer  than  twenty-two  djmastic  revolutions. 
Most  of  these  had  indeed  originated  in  no  better  motive  than  the  lust  of 
power,  and  had  left  the  wheels  of  the  government  to  run  on  in  their  old  nits. 
But  some  of  them  liad  involved  high  political  principles ;  as,  for  instance,  that 
which  led  to  the  overthrow  of  the  feudal  system,  and  the  establishment  of  a  cen- 
tralized government,  B.C.  240. 

The  whole  mass  of  the  population  Iiad  more  than  once  been  profoundly  agitated 
by  what  may  be  called  a  religious  movement;  especially  when  the  three  prevail- 
ing systems  rose  from  small  beginnings,  and  successively  made  their  way  to  the 
throne  of  the  empire  and  a  place  in  the  heart  of  the  nation. 

Periods  of  intellectual  awakening  had  also  occurred,  distinct  from  these  great 
systems  of  morals  and  religion;  such,  for  example,  as  that  which  followed  the 
restoration  of  the  ancient  classics,  after  thcif  destruction  by  Uie  tyrant  of  Ts'in ; 
such  as  tliat  occasioned  by  the  invention  of  paper  in  the  dynasty  of  Han;  the 
discovery  of  the  art  of  printing  in  tlie  d3masty  of  T'ang,  and  the  rise  of  specula- 
tive philosophy  in  that  of  Sang. 

The  movement  now  in  progress  involved  all  three  of  these  elements — politics, 
letters,  and  religion. 

The  political  change  was  exhibited  in  tlie  foreign  relations  of  China,  not  in  her 
domestic  administration,  and  the  Embassy  tliat  had  recently  arrived  in  the  West 
was  its  proper  exponent.  The  liberal  policy  they  had  adopted,  the  Chinese  learned 
in  the  school  of  aidversity.  Wsir,  the  great  civilisM3r,  had  been  tlieir  teacher.  Tlie 
unequal  conflict  they  had  waged  with  tlie  nations  of  the  West  had  taught  Xhem 
that  knowledge  is  power,  and  set  them  on  the  career  of  improvement  on  which 
they  have  now  entered. 

At  two  places  might  be  seen  bodies  of  troops  training  in  foreign  tactics.  At 
four  places  tliey  had  established  arsenals,  for  the  manufacture  of  foreign  arms; 
and  jit  two  phices  they  had  commenced  navy  yards,  for  the  building  of  war  ves- 
sels. 

They  were  not,  however,  limiting  themselves  to  learning  tlie  art  of  war.  In 
tliree  of  tlie  provinces,  schools  had  been  opened,  under  the  auspices  of  tho  pro- 
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\nncial  viceroys,  for  instruction  in  the  langiiagcs  and  Bciences  of  the  West;  and 
at  the  capital,  a  College  had  been  established,  under  the  patronage  of  the  Kmpe- 
ror,  whidi  it  was  intended  to  expand  into  the  proportions  of  a  University. 


Tlie  concluding  session  of  the  Society  was  held  in  the  Sheffield 
Library  at  9  o'clock  on  Thursday  moniing. 

Prof  Salisbury  first  gave  the  meeting  an  account  of  a  volume  of 
Arabic  manuscript  written  by  a  slave  at  the  south,  which  had  a 
few  months  ago  been  placed  m  his  hands  for  examination. 

Rev.  Hyman  A.  Wilder,  missionary  to  the  Zulus  in  South  Africa, 
presented,  in  an  off-hand  way,  some  interesting  details  respect- 
nig  the  language,  character,  and  manners  and  customs  of  that 
people. 

Dr.  Martin  exhibited  a  roll  of  the  law  from  the  Jewish  congrega- 
tions at  Kai-fung-fu  in  China.  It  was  written  on  kid  skins,  neatly 
sewed  together,  and  measured  over  one  hundred  feet'  in  length, 
by  two  feet  in  breadth.  He  proposed  at  a  future  time  to  say 
something  with  regard  to  its  character.  The  circumstance  was 
mentioned  that  a  much  older  roll  from  the  same  locality  had  been 
recently  presented  to  the  library  of  the  American  Bible  Society  in 
New  York,  by  Dr.  S.  Wells  Williams. 

The  following  additional  communications  were  presented : 

5.  On  the  Ancient  Chinese,  and  its  Connection  with  the  Aryan 
Languages,  by  Rev.  Joseph  Edkins,  of  Peking;  presented  by 
Dr.  Martin. 

Mr.  Edkins  complains  that  comparative  philologists  have  paid  less  attention  to 
the  Chinese  than  its  merits  deserve,  while  those  who  have  treated  it  have  taken 
generally  without  question  the  modem  forms  of  the  Mandarin  dialect,  disregrard- 
ing  the  secular  changes  which  the  language  has  undergone.  These  are  to  be 
traced  out  by  the  aid  of  the  phonetic  elements  in  the  written  characters,  as  in- 
terpreted especially  by  the  dialects  of  the  south-eastern  part  of  the  country. 
The  phonetic  re-spelling  used  in  Chinese  native  dictionaries  of  1200  years 
ago  shows  the  initials  and  finals  in  a  very  different  condition  from  the 
present,  and  gives  at  least  700  separate  words,  instead  of  the  532  now  in 
use.  The  odes  of  the  Shi-King,  in  part  from  before  1100  B.C.,  are  written  in 
rhyme,  which  renders  possible  the  restoration  in  many  cases  of  the  pronuncia- 
tion then  usual.  The  beginnings  of  Chinese  writing  were  explained  by  Mr.  Ed- 
kins, in  order  to  show  how  the  phonetic  elements  were  used  to  determine  earlier 
pronunciation,  and  many  examples  were  given  in  illustration.  The  application  of 
evidence  from  the  existing  dialects  was  in  like  manner  illustrated.  A  summary 
of  general  results  teaches  us  that  the  early  vocabulary  of  the  language  may  have 
contained  from  twelve  to  sixteen  hundred  words,  with  few  or  none  of  the  dis- 
tinctions of  tone  now  prevalent,  which  have  gradually  grown  up  to  supplement 
the  deficient  resources  of  expression,  the  p'ing  and  ju  appearing  first,  then,  after 
B.C.  1000,  the  shang^  and  about  the  time  of  Christ  the  c'hi;  the  modem  Manda- 
rin, with  a  fifth  tone,  since  A.D.  700. 

Through  the  whole  paper,  abundant  comparisons  are  made  between  words 
of  the  Chinese  language  and  words  of  similar  sound  in  the  Mongol  and  Manchu, 
and  also  in  various  western  tongues,  including  the  English. 

Prof  Whitney  remarked,  in  criticism  of  this  paper,  that,  while  its  attempts  at 
restoration  of  an  earlier  phase  of  the  Chinese  were  highly  important  and  interest- 
ing, and  the  successful  prosecution  of  such  researches  would  bring  that  language 
under  the  consideration  of  comparative  philologists  in  quite  a  different  way  from 
hitherto,  the  same  value  could  not  be  attributed  to  the  author's  comparisons  of 

VOL.    IX.  O 


1  Amiricav  Oriental  Society  : 

words.  Mr.  Edkins  csiiniaUrd  the  difficulties  of  comparison  between  tongues  of 
diflorent  family  far  too  lightly,  ncglectinj^  for  the  western  langnajj^es  the  histori- 
cal inciuiries  whose  necessity  he  very  properh*  insisted  on  for  the  Chinese,  and 
calling  attention  to  verbal  resemblances  which  could  in  many  cases  be  clearly 
proved  valuelesa,  and  in  the  rest  were  presumably  so.  The  way  was  not  yet 
cleared  for  fruitful  comparisons  of  the  kind  here  essayed. 

6.  On  Recent  Explorations  in  Jerusalem,  by  Rev.  Edward  L. 
Clark,  of  New  Haven. 

Mr.  Clark  pointed  out  how  the  investigations  of  the  Palestine  Exploration  So- 
ciety have  confirmed  many  of  the  statements  of  Josephus  which  were  once  held 
in  doubt,  and  proved  the  truth  of  the  conjectures  of  later  writer?*,  such  as  Dr. 
Gustav  Schultz,  T.  Tobler,  and  Dr.  Edward  Robinson.  The  site  of  the  sepulchre 
of  David  on  Mt  Zion  is  shown  to  be  that  claimed  by  the  Moslems,  but  a  lower 
cave  contains  the  actual  burial  place ;  and  the  former  approach  is  found  on  the 
western  side  of  Mt.  Zion,  through  a  large  vestibule  of  nutive  rock,  with  the  re- 
mains of  steps,  piers,  and  doors. 

The  strength  of  the  ancient  fortress  of  the  Jebusites  is  attested  by  stairs  cut  on 
the  western  face  of  the  hill  upon  which  it  stood. 

The  valley  of  the  Tjropoeon  is  found  to  be  filled  -with  rubbish  nearly  ninety  feet 
deep,  near  the  south-west  angle  of  the  temple  walls ;  and,  at  that  place,  the  massive 
pavement  is  laid  bare.  At  the  same  time,  piers  decreasing  in  siee  as  they  are 
found  successively  on  the  west  toward  Mt  Zion,  and  opposite  the  wall  whence 
spring  the  arches  of  Dr.  Robinson's  ^'bridge.''  suggest  that  this  so-called  bridge 
may  have  been  a  steep,  broad  stairway,  an  "  ascent "  to  the  holy  house  fh>m  the 
ancient  Xystus.  A  corresponding  break  in  the  wall  is  noticed  by  Tobler  on  the 
south-eastern  side,  over  against  tibe  Kedron. 

Beneath  the  temple  area,  the  substructions  of  walls,  piers,  and  massive  arches, 
many  of  them  as  old  as  the  days  of  Solomon,  are  found  in  perfect  preservatioii. 
The  subterranean  passages,  the  stables  of  the  Knights  Templars,  bearing  the 
marks  of  the  horses'  hoofs,  and  the  stairwajrs  from  the  south  gate,  now  closed, 
wore  described. 

The  supply  of  water  from  Etham  and  the  "upper  pool"  were  alluded  to,  and 
the  system  of  conduits  and  sewers  in  the  ancient  temple,  with  their  cisterns,  were 
illustrated  as  they  are  given  by  Ermets  Pierotti,  architect-engineer  to  Surraya, 
Pasha  of  Jerusalem. 

The  water  supplies  for  the  district  of  Ophel,  the  towers  over  the  "Virgin's 
pool "  and  Siloam.  and  the  proofs  that  Mt  Ophel,  rather  than  Mt  Zion,  was  the 
site  of  Solomon's  pulaoe,  were  other  points  touched  upon.'  Some  facts  were  added 
which  may  have  weight  in  deciding  as  to  the  course  of  the  first  and  second  walls 
of  the  city. 

No  further  papers  being  offered,  the  Society  adjourned,  to  meet 
again  in  Boston  on  the  19th  of  May,  1869. 
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The  Society  met  at  the  usual  time  and  place.  In  the  absence  of 
vne  President,  the  chair  was  taken  by  Prof  E.  E.  Salisbury,  one  of 
the  Vice-Presidents. 

After  the  reading  of  the  minutes  of  the  preceding  meeting,  re- 
ports of  the  retiring  officers  were  called  for.     The  Treasurer's  Re- 
{>ort  showed  the  transactions  of  the  past  year  to  have  been  as  fol- 
owe: 

RscKipra 

Balance  on  hand,  Maj  20th,  1868, $l,25d.60 

Annual  assessments  paid  m, 290.00 

Sale  of  the  Journal, 8.00 

298.00 

Total  receipts  of  the  year,      .....  $1,667.60 

BZPBJIDlTUItSS. 

Printing  of  Journal  (ix.  1),  Proceedings,  etc.,         •        -        •        -        $  1,163.72 
Expenses  of  Library  and  Correspondence,         ....  33.36 

Paid  for  bindmg  of  books, 13.00 

Total  expenditures  of  the  year,       ....  $  1,200.07 

Balance  on  hand,  May  19th,  1869, 367.63 

$  1,667.60 

The  accounts  were  audited  by  a  Committee  appointed  for  the 
purpose,  and  accepted. 

Tlie  Librarian  made  a  verbal  report,  mentioning  the  principal 
donors  to  the  library  during  the  past  year,  and  aescribing  their 
contributions. 

The  Committee  of  Publication  announced  that  the  first  half  of 
voL  ix.  of  the  Journal  was  out  of  the  hands  of  the  printer,  and  ready 
for  delivery  to  the  Members.  It  was  hoped  that  the  other  half- 
volume  would  be  published  by  the  time  of  the  next  annual  meet- 

The  Directors  save  notice  that  they  had  appointed  the  au- 
tumn meeting  to  be  held  in  New  Haven,  on  the  20th  of  October 
next,  unless  the  Committee  of  Arrangements  should  see  reason  for 
changing  the  day  :^  that  committee  was  composed  of  Prof  Chas. 
Short  of  New  Y  ork,  with  the  Recording  and  Corresponding  Sec- 
retaries. 

Further,  they  recommended  to  the  Society  the  Election  as  Cor- 
porate Members  of 

*  The  day  was  hi  fact  changed,  and  the  meeting  took  plaoe  on  Thursday,  the  2l8t 
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Prof.  Tbeophilus  Parsons,  LL.D.,  of  Cambridge,  Mass. 
Prof.  Edward  J.  Young,  of  Cambridge,  Mass. 
Rev.  Kinsley  Twining,  of  Cambridge,  Mass. 
Co).  Thomas  W.  Higginson,  of  Newport,  R.  I. 
Prof.  Frederic  Gardiner,  D.D.,  of  Middietown,  Conn. 
Mr.  Francis  P.  Nash,  of  New  York.  , 

Prof.  George  L.  Cary,  of  Meadville,  Pa. 

and  the  transfer,  from  the  list  of  Corresponding  to  that  of  Honor- 
ary Members,  of  the  names  of  Hermann  ^rockhaus,  Gustav  Fldgel, 
Adalbert  Kuhn,  Max  Mtlller,  John  Mnir,  Adolphe  Regnier,  Ernest 
Renan,  Rudolf  Roth,  Friedrich  Spiegel,  Constantin  Tischendorf^ 
and  Albrecht  Weber.  These  reconmiendations  were,  by  ballot  and 
vote,  duly  accepted  and  adopted  by  the  Society. 

The  Corresponding  Secretary  called  attention  to  the  decease 
within  the  year  of  two  of  the  Corporate  Members,  Rev.  Swan  L. 
Pomrov,  D.D.,  of  Portland,  Me.,  and  Prof  John  J.  Owen,  D.D.,  of 
New  York,  for  many  years  a  Director  of  the  Society.  Dr.  Proud- 
fit,  being  called  upon,  paid  an  appropriate  tribute  to  the  character 
of  Dr.  Owen. 

The  correspondence  of  the  past  six  months  was  laid  upon  the 
table,  and  extracts  from  it  were  read.  Of  most  interest  were  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Alexander  J.  Ellis,  of  London,  in  reference  to  Bell's 
system  of  "Visible  Speech"  (criticised  in  a  conmiunication  pre- 
sented to  the  Society  at  the  preceding  annual  meeting :  see  the 
Proceedings  of  that  meeting),  expressing  and  explaining  his  high 
opinion  of  the  system ;  and  a  letter  from  Prof  d,  Jtllg,  of  Inns- 
bruck (in  the  Tyrol),  from  which  the  following  is  an  extract: 

'<  In  1866  I  published  (at  Brockhaus's  in  Leipzig)  the  Tales  of  the  Siddhi-Eiir  in 
the  Kalmuck  language,  and,  in  1868  (at  Wagner's,  Innsbruck)  the  supplementary 
tales  to  the  Siddhi-Kiir  and  the  History  of  Aiji-Borji-Chan  in  Mongolian.  Although 
I  received  from  the  Vienna  Academy  a  subsidy  toward  the  expense  of  publication, 
I  was  obliged  to  add  a  very  considerable  sum  out  of  my  own  podcet,  which  can 
only  be  covered  by  sale  of  the  volumes.  Of  scholars  interested  in  this  special  de- 
partment there  are  but  few,  and  the  sale  is  almost  exclusively  to  the  larger  libraries, 
80  that  I  am  very  far  from  being  reimbursed  as  yet  Haidly  a  copy  has  hitherto 
gone  to  America ;  and  I  beg  that  you  will  use  your  influence  to  have  at  least  the 
original  edition  in  Kalmuck  and  Mongolian  procured  by  one  and  another  College 
or  University  or  other  public  library,  where  philological  studies  are  pursued.** 

The  Corresponding  Secretary  commended  the  works  in  question 
to  the  attention  of  the  members  present,  as  contributions  of  great 
and  acknowledged  importance  to  an  interesting  and  little  culti- 
vated branch  of  linguistics. 

The  following  gentlemen  were  next  chosen  by  ballot,  upon  nom- 
ination of  a  special  conmiittee  appointed  for  tne  purpose,  as  offi- 
cers of  the  Society  for  the  ensuing  year : 

President — ^Pres.  T.  D.  Woolsky,  D.D.,  LL.D.,     of  New  Ebiven, 

i  Rev.  Rupus  Andebson,  D,D.,    **  Boston. 

Vice-Presidente  I  Hon.  Peter  Pabksb,  M.D^        "  Washington. 

(  Prof  Edw.  E.  Salisbury,  LL.D., "  New  Haveiu 

Carrey.  Secretary — Prof  W.  D.  WmrNEr,  PhJ)., "  New  Haven. 


Directors 
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Sec,  of  Class,  Section — Pro£  James  Hadley,LL.D.,"  New  Haven. 

Hecording  Secretary — Ezra  Abbot,  LL.D.,  "  Cambridge. 

Treasurer — ^Pro£  D.  C.  Oilman,  "  New  Haven. 

Librarian — ^Prof.  W.  D.  Whitnet,  **  New  Haven. 

"  Mr.  A.  L  CoTHEAL,  "  New  York. 

Pro£  W.  W.  Goodwin,  PLD.,  "  Cambridge. 

Pro£  W.  H.  Green,  D.D.,  "  Princeton. 

Pro£  A.  P.  Peabody,  D.D.,  "  Cambridge. 

Dr.  Charles  Pickering,  "  Boston. 

Pro£  John  Proudfit,  D.D.,  "  New  York. 

^  Prof.  Charles  Short,  LL.D.,  "  New  York. 

The  following  communications  were  then  presented : 

1.  On  Early  Inventions  of  the  Chinese;  by  Rev.  Pro£  W.  A.  P. 
Martin,  of  Peking. 

Dr.  Martin  spoke  of  the  yarious  inyentions,  or  disooveries,  or  applications  of  the 
resources  of  nature,  in  which  China  has  preceded  the  rest  of  mankind^  and  the 
knowledge  of  which  has,  either  demonstrably  or  probably,  found  its  way  to  the 
western  world  from  China.  He  first  referred  to  tea,  as  an  important  contribution 
to  human  comfort,  and  the  chief  staple  of  a  commerce  which  has  led  to  important 
political  result&  Porcelain  and  silk  were  made  only  in  China,  until  Europe  learned 
to  rival  or  surpass  its  teachers  in  these  arts.  Gunpowder  is  probably  Chinese.  The 
discovery  of  America  is  in  a  double  sense  owing  to  China,  as  the  wealth  of  Cathay 
attracted  Columbus  westward,  and  the  magnetic  needle,  which  had  been  used  in 
China  for  more  than  two  thousand  years,  directed  his  course.  Paper-making  the 
Chinese  invented  in  the  first  century  of  our  era,  and  printing  at  least  eight  hundred 
years  before  its  reinvention  in  Grermany.  Inoculation  for  the  small-pox  they  had 
long  practised  before  Europe  learned  it  f^om  the  Turks,  to  whom  it  had  probably 
found  its  way  from  the  extreme  East  And  alchemy,  the  forerunner  of  chemistry, 
was  pursued  in  China,  before  the  Christian  era,  for  the  same  objects  which  the 
early  alchemists  learned  from  the  Arabs  to  seek  after.  The  Chinese  of  the  present 
day  have  ceased  to  invent ;  and  while,  a  few  centuries  ago,  they  were  in  advance  of 
all  the  rest  of  the  world  in  the  arts  of  civilized  life,  they  are  now,  simply  by  having 
ceased  to  progress,  as  far  behind  the  most  civilized  nations.  Their  stagnation  is  to 
be  in  the  main  attributed  to  their  reverence  for  ancient  times,  their  absorption  in 
the  study  of  language,  literature,  and  antiquity,  with  consequent  neglect  of  physical 
sdenoe,  and  the  absence  of  Christianity. 

2.  On  a  Hebrew  MS.  of  the  Pentateuch,  from  the  Jewish  Con- 
gregation at  Kai-fdng-fu  in  China,  by  Mr.  John  W.  Barrow  of 
Sfew  York;  presented  by  Dr.  Martin. 

This  is  a  synagogue  roll,  written  on  112  skins  of  white  leather,  in  237  columns, 
of  49  lines  each ;  it  measures  143  feet  in  leng^.  The  skins  are  in  two  or  three 
places  put  together  in  the  wrong  order,  and  one  passage,  from  Exodus  xxxviiL  18 
to  Leviticus  i  6,  is  wanting.  ThQj  are  generally  in  good  condition,  but  a  little 
water-stained.  The  character  is  clear  and  legible,  though  not  elegant,  and  ap- 
proaches the  Spanish  type.  The  text  is  the  Masoretio,  and  the  deviations  fh>m  the 
received  text  are  aknost  entirely  mere  errors  in  spelling.  The  original  of  which  this 
is  a  representation  must  evidently  have  been  of  European  and  comparatively  mod- 
em origin. 

In  the  26th  chapter  of  Davidson's  "Biblical  Criticism"  fed.  1866,  pp.  366-'70),  re- 
ference is  made  to  the  collation  of  another  synagogue  roll  from  the  same  source, 
with  similar  results.  Dr.  Lee,  in  the  '*  Prolegomena  in  Biblia  Polyglotta  Londinensia 
Minora, '^  gives  extracts  from  Eoegler's  "  NotitiflB  S.S.  Bibliorum  Jud^eorum  in  Im- 
perio  Sinensi"  (HaUe,  1806),  in  wMch  the  Kai-ftmg-fu  manuscripts  are  discussed. 

Appended  to  Mr.  Barrow's  paper  was  a  detailed  conspectus  of  the  varioos  read- 
ings of  the  MS.  in  question,  as  compared  with  the  received  text 
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After  reading  this  paper,  Dr.  Martin  gave,  by  request,  an  account 
of  his  journey  to  Kai-fung-fu,  his  intercourse  with  the  remnants  of 
the  Jewish  colony  there  ^rom  whom  he  obtained  the  roll  forming 
the  subject  of  the  paper),  and  the  conditions  in  which  they  now 
exist. 

3.  On  Ophir  and  Sheba,  by  Pro£  Joseph  W.  Jenks,  of  Newton- 
ville,  Mass. 

Prof.  Jenks  detailed  the  instanoes  of  occurrence  in  the  Bible  of  the  word  Op^'r, 
with  their  different  orthog^phy,  and  with  their  varying  representation  in  the  Sep- 
tuagint  He  briefly  stated  the  views  which  had  been  put  forward  respecting  the 
position  of  the  country ;  and  he  proposed  to  harmonize  their  discordance  by  as- 
suming that  the  Hebrew-Syrian  fleet  of  Hiram  and  Solomon  sailed  through  the  Red 
Sea  to  rendezvous  at  some  port  of  soutliem  Arabia;  that  it  there  separated,  a 
part  going  eastward  to  India,  and  a  part  southward  to  Zanguebar  and  Mozambique ; 
and  that,  re-assembling  in  due  time,  and  adding  the  valuable  articles  of  traffic  of 
Arabia  itself,  it  returned  to  Eziongeber  laden  with  the  products  of  three  countries. 
Sheba  was  claimed  to  be  the  region  on  both  sides  of  the  straits  of  Babelmandeb. 

4.  On  Prehistoric  Nations,  by  Rev.  Ebenezer  Burgess,  of  South 
f'ranklin,  Mass. 

This  communication  was  mainly  a  defense  of  the  current  views  of  ancient  history 
and  chronology,  founded  on  the  Bible.  It  opposed  espeoiaUy  the  opinions  of  Mr. 
J.  D.  Baldwin,  as  set  forth  in  his  recent  work  entitled  '*  Prehistoric  Nations"  (New 
York,  1869). 

5.  On  the  Hill-People  of  Kamaon,  India,  by  Rev.  J.  T.  Gracey, 
Missionary  of  the  Methodist  Board  in  Central  India. 

Mr.  Qracey  explained  that  what  he  had  to  say  referred  to  the  general  population 
of  the  province  of  Kamaon,  not  to  the  Bhotiyas  of  the  mountain  passes,  nor  to 
such  exceptional  tribes  as  the  Nathas.  These  people  appeared  to  be  destitute  of  le- 
g^nds  or  traditions  accounting  for  their  origin.  They  acknowledge  but  three  castes, 
Brahmans,  Rajputs,  and  a  low  deg^raded  diass  called  Dom&  Among  their  peculiar 
customs  is  a  game  called  pathardiid^  "  stoning,'  in  which  two  parties,  of  about  two 
hundred  each,  pelt  one  another  with  stones,  in  a  valley  between  hills,  which  are 
crowded  with  spectators ;  the  players  defending  their  heads  by  aid  of  a  brass-studded 
skin  shield.  Polyandry  is  said  to  have  prevailed  formerly,  but  is  now  replaced  by 
polygamy,  and  the  marriage-tie  is  a  very  loose  one.  Among  the  divinities  wor- 
shipped in  the  Hills  are  Go^l  and  Scm,  and  the  goddess  Naint  Mr.  Graoey  gave 
some  detaUs  respecting  their  worship,  and  related  legends  told  of  them.  The  peo- 
ple have  an  excessive  dread  of  ghosts ;  those  residing  in  the  mountain  passes  are 
propitiated  by  the  sacrifice  of  a  bit  of  the  clothing  of  each  one  who  goes  by. 

A  vocabulary  of  about  two  hundred  words  fVom  the  language  of  we  hill-pec^e 
of  Kamaon,  with  their  equivalents  in  Hindustani,  was  subjoined  to  the  paper. . 

6.  On  the  Competitive  Examination-System  in  China,  by  Rev. 
Dr.  Martin. 

After  briefly  referring  to  the  practical  importance  of  his  subject,  and  its  bearing 
upon  the  question  of  an  improved  civil  service  in  Ihe  United  States,  Dr.  Martin  be- 
gan with  speaking  of  the  completeness  and  elaboration  of  the  Chinese  system,  of  Uie 
success  with  which  it  attained  its  object,  the  drawing  in  of  the  ablest  minda  of  the 
empire  to  the  service  of  the  State,  of  the  general  capacity  and  culture  of  the  man- 
darin class,  and  of  the  essential  democracy  of  a  constitution  which  neither  recog- 
nized a  hereditary  aristocracy,  nor  left  offices  to  be  filled  by  the  favorites  of  the 
Emperor  or  his  representativea  The  origin  of  the  system  is  referred  to  ihe  time 
of  Shun  (about  B.  C.  2200),  who  examined  his  officers  every  third  vear,  for  promo- 
tion or  degradation.  Under  the  Chau  dynasty  (about  B.C.  1100),  candidates  for 
office,  as  well  as  officers,  were  examined  in  the  six  arts  of  music,  archery,  horse- 
mandiip,  writing,  arithmetic,  and  social  and  public  etiquette.    About  the  beginning 
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of  OUT  era,  under  the  Hazif  candidates  selected  in  the  ppoyinoes  for  filial  piety  and 
integrity  were  examined  at  the  capital  in  the  arts  above  specified,  and  in  civil  and 
military  affairs,  agriculture,  and  geography.  A  thousand  years  later,  under  the 
Tang,  die  present  classification  of  candidates  and  of  officers  was  already  established. 
Now,  the  subjects  for  examination  are  the  same  as  of  old,  but,  in  accordance  with 
the  circumstances  and  spirit  of  modem  times,  the  mode  is  prevailingly  literary 
rather  than  practical.  The  three  grades  of  candidates  are  called  siu-Wai,  chu-jin^ 
and  tsin-shi,  or  *  budding  genius,' '  promoted  scholar,'  and  '  ready  for  office.'  The 
trial  for  the  first  degree  is  held  in  the  chief  city  of  each  district  or  hien;  about  two 
thousand  competitors  are  present,  of  every  age,  and  each  produces  a  poem  and 
essays  on  assigned  themes,  during  a  night  and  a  day  of  close  confinement ;  and  the 
authors  of  the  few  best,  about  one  in  a  hundred,  receive  the  degree  of  eiu-ts'ai. 
The  holders  of  this  title  assemble  once  in  three  years  at  the  capital  of  a  province, 
and,  after  examination  on  a  much  wider  range  of  subjects,  in  three  sessions  of  near 
three  days  each,  about  one  in  a  hundred  is  again  advanced  to  the  dignity  of  chu-jin. 
Each  ehiirjin  is  authorized  to  repair  tlie  next  spring  to  Peking,  to  compete  with  his 
peers  for  the  first  degree,  which  is  won  by  about  three  in  a  hundred.  The  success- 
ful tsin^i  has  now  open  to  him  the  highest  offices  in  the  empire,  but  begins  usually 
as  mayor,  or  sub-prefect,  or  sub-chancellor,  to  which  place  he  is  appointable  by  lot 
— if  not  first  admitted,  upon  an  examination  presided  over  by  the  Emperor  in  per- 
son, into  the  highest  literary  body  in  the  empire,  the  Han4.in  (*  Forest  of  Pencils'), 
or  Imperial  Institute.  Once  in  three  years  the  Emperor  designates  a  chxiong-yfien^ 
or  laureate,  scholar  of  the  empira 

This  system  amounts  to  Uie  most  powerful  incitement  possible  to  study — more 
efficient,  in  fact,  than  common  schools,  colleges,  and  universities;  and  it  wakes  the 
most  persistent  and  energetic  labor,  continued  as  long  as  the  powers  last  Of  a 
certain  list  of  ninety-nine  successful  competitors  for  the  second  degree,  the  average 
was  above  thirty  years  of  age,  while  one  was  sixty-two,  and  one  eighty-three. 
Nearly  all  who  enter  the  first  examination  (many  millions)  devote  their  lives  to  edu- 
cation ;  and  for  readiness  with  the  pen  and  retentiveness  of  memory  are  hard  to 
parallel  elsewhere.  That  their  education  is  one-sided,  devoted  to  words  rather 
than  things,  exclusively  literary  knd  not  scientific,  the  fault  is  not  in  the  system,  but 
in  the  national  standard  of  knowledge.  And  the  system  affords  the  most  powerful 
lever  by  which  the  standard  might  be  raised  and  changed,  under  an  enlightened 
central  board. 

In  its  political  aspects,  the  system  operates  as  a  safety-valve,  giving  to  those  who 
are  able  and  ambitious  of  distinction  the  means  of  receiving  it  legitimately ;  it  af- 
fords a  counterpoise  to  the  authority  of  an  absolute  monarch;  it  makes  administra- 
tors who  understand  the  people  whom  they  have  to  rule ;  and  it  furnishes  an  im- 
mense educated  class  who  are  interested  in  the  permanence  of  existing  institutions. 

The  strict  standard  of  the  examination  has  sometimes  been  lowered  by'  allowing 
a  greater  number  of  successful  competitors,  and  even,  in  times  of  special  need,  by 
selling  the  right  to  compete  in  a  higher  examination  without  having  passed  the 
lower;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  the  purity  of  the  system  is  carefully  guarded,  and 
a  few  years  since  the  first  president  of  the  examining  board  at  Peking  was  put  to 
death  for  granting  two  or  three  fraudulent  degrees. 

In  illustration  of  the  style  of  the  examinations,  Dr.  Martin  gave  translations  of 
several  examination-papers,  or  lists  of  questions  given  to  the  candidates  to  write 
upon. 

After  the  reading  of  this  paper,  the  Society  adjonmed,  to  meet 
again  in  October,  at  New  Haven. 
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The  Society  assembled  for  its  aatumn  meeting  on  Thursday,  Oc- 
tober 2 1  St,  at  3  o^clock  in  the  afternoon,  the  President  in  the  chair. 

After  the  reading  of  the  minutes,  the  Committee  of  Arrange- 
ments gave  notice  that  they  had  accepted  on  behalf  of  the  Society 
an  invitation  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Classical  Section,  Prof. 
Uadley,  to  take  tea  and  hold  the  evening  session  at  his  house. 
On  motion,  their  action  in  the  matter  was  approved. 

The  Directors  announced  that  they  had  appointed  the  next  An- 
nual Meeting  to  be  held  in  Boston,  on  Wednesday,  May  18th,  1 870, 
and  had  designated  Mr.  J.  S.  Ropes,  with  the  Recordmg  and  Cor- 
responding ^cretaries,  as  Committee  of  Arrangements  for  the 
meeting. 

They  also  recommended  for  election  as  members  of  the  Society : 

to  Corporate  membership, 

Rev.  Bilytton  Maury,  of  Cold  Spring,  N.  Y. 
Mr.  Nathaniel  Paine,  of  Worcester,  Mass. 
Rev.  William  H.  Ward,  of  New  York. 
Rev.  Joseph  K.  Wight,  of  New  Hamburg,  N.  Y. 

to  Corresponding  membership, 

Rev.  Joseph  Eklkins,  Missionary  in  China. 

Rev.  John  T.  Gracey,  Missionary  in  Central  India. 

The  gentlemen  thus  recommended  were  elected  without  dissent. 

The  Directors  also  informed  the  Society  that,  by  a  disastrous  fire 
which  occurred  in  the  printing  office  of  Messrs.  Tuttle,  Morehouse 
and  Taylor,  on  the  21st  September  last,  all  the  imdistributed  part 
of  the  edition  of  the  half-volume  of  Journal  just  published  (vol.  ix. 
No.  1),  along  with  the  extra  copies  of  the  Tiiittirtya-Prati9akhya, 
had  been  destroyed.  The  Committee  of  Publication  was  now  au- 
thorized by  them  to  proceed  to  reprint  the  work  and  replace  the 
loss,  as  soon  us  should  be  found  convenient :  the  expense  would 
be,  it  was  expected,  not  far  from  two-thirds  covered  by  an  insur- 
ance of  five  hundred  dollars  which  had  been  taken  upon  the  Soci- 
ety's property  in  the  building  burnt. 

Extracts  frc>m  the  correspondence  of  the  past  half-year  were  read 
by  the  Corresponding  Secretary ;  among  others,  the  following : 

From  Prof  G.  Seyffarth,  Dansville,  N.  Y.,  June  26th,  1869: 


It 

•    •    • 


I  am  about  to  publish  a  work  entitled  "  Clavis  Aegjptiaca :  collection 
of  all  bilingual  and  snmo  otiier  hieroglyphic  inscriptionB,  translated  and  explained. 
Witli  the  syllnbic  alphiibot  in  hierogl}'phic,  hieratic,  and  demotic  characters,  and 
with  gloHsaries  and  indoxoa."  This  volume  will  contain  thirty-four  inscriptions,  of 
which  the  famous  one  found  in  the  ruins  of  Pompeii,  on  the  altar  in  the  temple  of 
Isis,  will  interest  the  Italians.'* 
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From  the  Rev.  J.  Perkins,  D.D.,  Chicopee,  Mass,  Oct.  9th,  1869 : 

" I  am  sorry  to  be  obliged  to  report  myself  as  confined  to  my  room  by 

protrabted  sickness,  and  not  even  able  to  use  a  pen.  ...  By  another  hand  I  send 
you  two  manuscripts,  which  I  beg  you  to  present  to  the  Society's  attention  at  your 
convenience.  They  are  a  brief  grammar  and  vocabulary  of  the  Kurdish  language, 
prepared  by  the  late  lamented  Rev.  Samuel  A.  Rhea,  one  of  your  corresponding 
members.  He  had  commenced  copying  the  grammar  for  you  before  his  death.  Of 
Mr.  Rhea  you  already  know  something.  He  was  one  of  the  most  gifted  men  of 
all  our  missionaries.  He  resided  eight  years  in  Kurdistan,  a  much  longer  time  than 
any  other  civilized  man  ever  lived  in  the  country;  and,  while  he  made  the  Nesto- 
rians  and  their  language  the  objects  of  his  special  attention,  he  yet  freely  mingled 
with  the  Kurds  also  during  the  whole  period.  Yet  it  is  to  be  presumed  that  Mr. 
Rhea  would  not  claim  for  his  grammar  and  vocabulary  any  merits  beyond  those  of 
the  briefest  epitome  of  the  language.    I  would  present  these  manuscripts  to  the 

Oriental  Society  in  the  name  of  his  widow I  hope  in  a  few  weeks  to  send 

you  a  copy  of  an  admirable  memoir  of  Mr.  Rliea  [by  Rev.  D.  W.  Marsh]." 

Mr.  Rhea's  mamiseripts  here  spoken  of  were  laid  before  the  So- 
ciety later  in  the  meeting. 

From  Mr.  William  Gamble,  Superintendent  of  the  Presbyterian 
Mission  Press  at  Shanghai,  dated  May  18th,  1869; 

"  I  shipped  by  the  American  Mail  of  March  20th  two  boxes  of  type  for  you, 
being  the  Chinese  font  ordered  some  time  since  for  the  American  Oriental  Society. 
Of  the  fund  collected  by  Dr.  Bradley  there  will  still  remain  in  your  hands  a  con- 
siderable balance  afler  paying  for  what  are  now  sent.  If  you  wish  still  to  expend 
it  in  Chinese  type,  I  would  advise  that,  instead  of  having  a  larger  font,  you  purciiase 
the  matrices  for  the  more  common  sorts.  In  this  way  your  font  would  be  much 
more  serviceable,  if  you  wished  to  use  it  in  printing.  The  great  difiSculty  in  print- 
ing Chinese  with  moveable  type  comes  from  our  constantly  running  out  of  sorts. 
The  total  number  of  different  characters  \v  the  font  is  6000  full  body,  and  1500  prim- 
itives and  radicals,  whioh  will  by  combination  make  a  total  of  nearly  25,000  dif- 
ferent characters.  The  type  are  in  the  cases,  which  are  well  packed  in  the  boxes, 
and  all  you  will  have  to  do  is  to  get  a  small  cabinet  made  for  the  cases,  and  slip  them 
into  it  according  as  they  are  numbered.  .  .  .  The  Chinese  and  Japanese  are  com- 
mencing to  use  our  method  of  printing  to  some  extent" 

The  Secretary  explained  that  the  font  procured  was  one  of  small 
pica  size,  recently  cut  at  Shanghai  under  the  direction  of  Mr.  Gam- 
ole  himself,  and  highly  approved  both  by  Chinese  and  foreigners 
for  the  beauty  and  delicacy  of  its  style,  and  its  convenience  of 
practical  use  with  English  type.* 

He  was  obliged  to  add  that  the  packing  had  proved  insufficient, 
and  that  the  boxes  had  come  to  hand  with  most  of  the  cases  broken, 
and  their  contents  in  a  state  of />i,  so  that  the  font  was  not  for  the 
moment  in  condition  to  be  used.  The  Directors  have  authorized 
such  expenditure  as  should  be  required  in  order  to  restore  its  ser- 
viceableness. 

From  Dr.  W.  F.  A.  Behrnauer,  dated  Dresden,  April  7th,  1 869 : 

"  I  communicate  herewith  an  account  of  the  Arabic  inscription  found  on  the  hip- 
pogriff  of  the  Campo  Santo  at  Pisa,  with  a  rubbing  made  by  my  friend  Dr.  Detlef- 
sen,  dunng  his  studies^^ade  in  Italy  at  the  end  of  1859  and  the  beginning  of  1860." 

Dr.  Behrnauer  refers  to  the  interpretation  of  this  inscription  given  by  M.  Marcel 
♦  The  following  is  a  specimen  of  it:    J^^JSl^^^ 
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in  1839,  in  the  Journal  Asiatique,  and  characterizes  it  as  hardly  satisfactory.  Lan- 
d's plate,  in  his  "  Trattato  delle  simboliche  rappresentanze  Arabiche"  (Paris,  1 845, 
.4to,  voL  il,  pp.  54, 154),  is  more  accurate  than  Marcel's,  but  his  explanation  is  also 
not  to  be  approved :  such  is  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Michel  Amari,  Ddio  fpves  a  new 
reading  of  the  inscription,  copied  by  Dr.  Behmauer  and  translated  as  foUows :  "  ex- 
cellent benediction  and  high  favor,  perfect  prosperity  without  envy,  and  perpetual 
wealth  and  unalterable  health  and  happiness,  and  revenue  not  diminished  for  its 
possessor."  Dr.  Behmauer  quotes  from  De  Morrona  ("Piaa  iUustrata,"  Pisa,  1787, 
vol.  i.,  p.  190-195)  some  stooount  of  the  monument  It  is  If  metres  (about  five 
feet)  high,  and  1^  metres  (a  Uttle  over  three  feet)  broad.  It  is  said  to  have  been 
found  under  ground  while  the  foundations  of  the  cathedral  of  Pisa  were  laid;  and 
was  placed  as  an  ornament  upon  the  point  of  the  gable  of  the  cathedral,  where  it 
remained  until  the  beginning  of  the  present  century.  It  was  somewhat  damaged 
by  musket-balls,  fired  at  it  while  in  that  position. 

The  inscription  of  this  monument  has  a  great  resemblance  to  the  other  legendary 
texts  which  are  to  be  found  on  monuments  of  metal,  on  bowls  and  on  vases,  and 
the  like. 

The  Corresponding  Secretary  also  exhibited  a  copper  fao-simile 
(electrotyped)  of  a  supposed  block-tin  coin,  stated  to  have  been 
found,  a  foot  and  a  half  below  the  surface,  at  a  place  in  Vermillion 
Co.,  Indiana,  surrounded  by  forests  bnt  in  the  neighborhood 
of  so-called  "  Aztec  "  mounds ;  and  supposed  to  be  a  relic  of  the 
**  motind-buOders."  It  belongs  at  present  to  Mr.  John  CoUett,  of 
Eugene,  Vermillion  Co.,  Ind.,  who  is  desirous  of  having  its  true 
character  determined.  The  characters  on  the  coin  were  evidently 
Arabic,  and  several  gentlemen  present,  practically  familiar  with 
Eastern  coins,  had  no  doubt  of  its  being  a  quite  modem  Arabic 
coin,  although  no  one  was  able  to  make  out  the  legend.  It  was 
generally  pronounced  to  belong  to  a  class  of  spurious  relics  of 
which  the  West  has  been  somewhat  prolific  of  late. 

Communications  were  now  called  for,  and  the  following  were 
presented : 

1.  On  a  Set  of  Ancient  Chinese  Scrolls,  containing  representa- 
tions of  early  Emperors  and  other  distinguished  characters,  by  Dr. 
Peter  Parker,  of  Washington,  D.  C. 

These  scrolls  purport  to  be  fuc-similcs  of  stones  engraved  during  the  Han  dy- 
nasty (ended  A.  D.  260).  They  represent  Hwang-ti  ^eged  date,  B.  C.  2596), 
Chuen-heuh  Kaou-  yang,  son  of  Chang-i  and  grandson  of  Hwang-ti  (B.  C.  2400), 
Puh-hi,  the  inventor  of  writing,  and  Tsang-tsing  (B.  C.  3254),  Chuh-tsong,  Shin- 
nung  the  Divine  husbandman  (B.  C  3114),  Te-yaou  (B.  C.  2330),  the  illustrious, 
"  benevolent  as  heaven,  wise  as  god,  whom  the  people  approached  as  the  sun,  and 
looked  up  to  as  Uie  clouds,"  and  various  other  worthies  celebrated  in  the  annals  of 
China. 

Dr.  Parker  gave  a  partial  explanation  of  the  contents  of  the  scrolls.  The  fac- 
similes are  highly  valued  by  the  Chinese,  and  their  treatment  serves  to  illustrate 
the  zeal  and  cleverness  of  Chinese  antiquarians.  Scores  of  the  latter  have  expended 
study  upon  them,  with  results  which  are  recorded  on  the  scrolls,  eac^  comment 
being  dated,  and  having  the  signature  and  the  seal  of  its  author  affixed.  The  orig- 
inal inscriptions  are  in  part  so  effaced  by  time  that  only  portions  of  the  characters 
remain ;  but  from  these  the  reading  has  been  restored  and  the  sense  determined. 

A  set  of  the  scrolls  was  presented  to  the  Society  by  Dr/  Parker,  who  proposed 
to  Aimish  later  a  complete  translation  of  their  contents,  with  notes. 

2.  On  the  Alffonkin  name  Manit  or  ManftoUy  sometimes  trans- 
lated '  Great  Spirit'  and  '  God,'  by  Mr.  J.  Hammond  Trumbull,  of 
Hartford,  Conn. 
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This  paper  was  introduced  by  remarks  on  the  difficulty  of  distinguishing,  in  the 
present  habits  and  opinions  of  the  Indians  of  North  America,  that  which  they  have 
inherited  from  remote  ancestors  and  that  which  they  have  derived  from  foreign 
sources.  In  the  absence  of  historical  records  and  reliable  traditions,  traces  of  primi- 
tive beliefs  must  be  sought  in  language ;  and  such  evidence  as  language  supplies 
is  the  more  valuable  because  it  cannot  be  suspected  of  a  European  origin,  or  as  of 
modem  invention. 

An  analysis  was  given  of  the  name  Manit  or  McmiUm^  by  which  various  Algonkin 
nations  expressed  their  highest  conception  of  an  existence  and  a  power  superior  to 
man's.  Manitou  (otherwise  written  Mannittoou,  Manito,  Munedo^  etc.)  was  shown 
to  be  formed  from  Manit^  by  affixing  the  representative  of  the  verb-substantive. 
It  means  ''Manit  is,'  or  'it  is  Manit\  The  next  step  in  analysis  separates  the  ini- 
tial i/j  which  is  an  indefinite  and  impersonal  prefix,  from  an-ii,  a  participle  of  the 
verb  an-eii^  meaning  '  to  be  more  than,  to  exceed,  to  surpass.'  The  adverbial  form, 
an-ue  (in  the  Massachusetts  language),  is  the  sign  of  the  comparative  degree,  and 
mecms  '  more,  beyond.'  An-it  does  not  connote  life,  spiritual  existence,  or  any  moral 
attributes.  One  of  its  uses  is  in  the  sense  of  'corrupt,'  'rotten,'  or  'decayed,'  that 
is,  '  gone  beyond '  or  '  more  than '  the  natural  and  proper  state.  In  this  sense  the 
Mass.  an-U  and  cm-eiik  (from  the  same  verb)  are  used  by  Eliot;  the  Abnaki  (mi- 
ahoui  by  Rale,  and  the  corresponding  al-eij  in  the  Delaware,  by  Zeisberger. 

The  primary  meaning  of  Manit  was  thus  found  to  be,  '  Somebody  who  or  some- 
thing which  goes  beyond,  exceeds,  or  is  more  than  the  common  or  the  normal ; 
something  de^o-ordinary  or  preter-n&tuTsii — not,  necessarily,  super-naturaV  And 
this  was  shown  to  agree  with  the  explanation  of  the  word  given  by  several  early 
writera 

Other  Algonkin  words  were  mentioned,  having  similar  meaning  but  no  etymo- 
logical affinity  to  Manit;  such  as  the  Abnaki  Niweak  and  Micmac  Nvikam.  The 
Dakota  wakan'y  which  has  been  translated  'God,  a  spirit,  something  consecrated; 
medicine.'  etc.,  was  derived  from  the  preposition  and  adverb  aJfco,  'above,  superior.* 
Hence,  wakan  is  as  appropriately  used  to  characterize  a  bad  spirit  as  a  good  one, 
or  any  extra-ordinary  natural  phenomenon  as  either. 

In  a  paper  printed  with  the  Proceedings  of  the  Am.  Philosophical  Society  for 
September,  1864,  was  pointed  out  the  resemblance  between  the  Algonkin 
Manitou  and  certain  old-world  names  or  titles  of  the  Supreme  Being,  such  as  "  the 
Chinese  mang  taauj  Egyptian  ma  ntr,  ■  Latin  magniu  deua,  Greek  fieya^  ^eScj  and 
Sanskrit  maha  deva."  Mr  Trumbull  remarked  that,  with  the  reduction  of  manitou 
to  its  root  anj  this  resemblance  disappears,  and  with  it  the  mathematical  probability, 
which  had  been  computed  as  not  far  from  "a  hundred  millions  to  one,"  of  the  deri- 
vation of  these  names  from  the  same  orig^inal  source.  This  analysis  also  deprives 
of  all  special  significance  what  Dr.  Schoolcraft  regarded  "as  the  remarkable  fact,  that 
the  -edi)  or  -ito  of  the  Algonkin  name  of  God  is  in  sound  both  the  Greek  [Latin?] 
DEO  and  the  Azteck  teo  tranaposed."  Mere  verbal  resemblance  was  proved  (as  Mr. 
Trumbull  believed)  in  this  instance,  as  it  has  been  in  many  others,  to  be  valueless 
as  evidence  of  the  genetic  relationship  of  languages. 

3.  Brief  Grammar  and  Vocabulary  of  the  Kurdish  Language, 
by  the  late  Rev.  Samuel  A.  Rhea,  Missionary  among  the  Nestorians 
of  Kurdistan ;  presented  by  the  Corresponding  Secretary. 

The  letter  of  Dr.  Perkins  accompanying  this  paper  has  been  given  above. 

In  his  grammatical  sketch,  Mr.  Rhea  goes  through  with  the  different  parts  of 
speech,  explaining  their  inflections  and  modes  of  use ;  spending  by  far  the  most 
space  upon  the  classification  and  conjugation  of  verbs.  His  vocabulary  contains 
not  far  fVom  fifteen  hundred  words,  with  very  brief  indication  of  their  meaning, 
usually  limited  to  a  single  synonym. 

The  Secretary  read  some  extracts  fVom  the  grammar,  pointing  out  the  very  close 
accordance  between  the  facts  detailed  and  those  of  the  Persian  language.  He  re- 
marked that  the  question  of  publication  of  the  manuscript  would  of  course  remain 
to  be  determined  by  careful  comparison  with  the  already  published  data  for  the 
Kurdish,  which  alone  could  show  how  much  that  was  new,  and  an  addition  to 
knowledge,  was  brought  to  hght  m  it.    There  could  hardly  faU  to  be  matter  of  de- 
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cided  value  here ;  and  the  collection  and  working  up  of  it,  in  the  leisure  of  a  labori- 
ous life,  was  an  evidence  of  scholarly  taste  and  devotedness  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Rhea 
which  was  highly  creditable  to  him,  and  could  not  but  add  to  our  sorrow  for  his 
early  death. 

4.  Recent  Archaeological  Explorations  and  Discoveries  in  Asia 
Minor,  by  Rev.  H.  J.  Van  Lennep,  Missionary  of  the  A.  B.C.  F.  M. 
in  Asiatic  Turkey. 

Dr.  Van  Lennep  gave  a  summary  account  of  some  of  the  results  of  liis  own  ex- 
plorations in  Asia  Minor,  mentioning  at  the  same  time  that  most  of  them  would  be 
found  more  fully  described  and  illustrated  in  a  forthcoming  work  of  his,  entitied 
"  Travels  in  Asia  Mmor,"  now  m  process  of  publication  (by  Murray,  London). 

He  spoke  first  of  the  remains  of  a  very  ancient  fort  on  the  top  of  a  mountain 
which  is  called  Star  mountain  ( ITildiz  Iktgh).  Strabo  describes  a  mountain  by  this 
same  name,  asserting  that  the  most  valuable  treasures  of  King  Mithridatcs  were 
kept  in  the  castie  at  its  summit,  and  that  it  was  taken  by  tiie  Romans.  Dr.  Van 
Lennep  pronounced  Strabo's  description  to  apply  closely  to  this  mountain,  as  regards 
both  its  situation  and  its  character.  Two  streams  gush  forth  high  upon  its  side  and 
flow  not  far  apart;  when  they  reach  the  base,  they  turn  in  opposite  directions, 
pass  completely  around  the  mountain,  and,  uniting  on  the  other  side,  form  what 
is  still  called  the  Star  river.  The  moimtain  lies  between  Tocat  and  Sivas,  and  the 
fort  is  more  than  eight  thousand  feet  above  the  level  of  the  Black  Sea.  It  ocm- 
mands  a  view  as  far  as  that  sea  on  the  north,  and  Mt.  Argens  on  the  south. 

Referring  to  the  sculptures  on  Yazili  Kayah  (near  the  ancient  Pterium,  one  day's 
journey  north  of  Yuzghat),  Dr.  Van  Lennep  assented  to  Texier's  explanation  of 
them,  as  representing  the  introduction  of  the  worship  of  Astarte  into  Phrygia;  but 
claimed  that  the  youth  behind  the  goddess,  whom  Texier  calls  simply  a  prince, 
must  be  recognized  as  the  Cupid  of  the  Greeks.  Mr.  Layard  had  equally  failed  to 
recognize  the  chUd-god  in  the  procession  he  copies  from  the  carvings  at  Nineveh. 
Dr.  Van  Lennep  supported  his  view  by  a  gem  recentiy  obtained  by  him  in  Asia 
Minor,  on  which  is  cut  an  intaglio  figure  of  the  Assyrian  Astarte,  with  the  three- 
pointed  crown  on  her  head  and  the  star  and  crescent  moon  on  either  side ;  while 
behind  her,  on  a  chair,  sits  a  child,  who  is  none  other  than  Cupid.  This  gem  was 
pronounced  to  be  of  Assyrian  subject  and  Greek  workmansliip,  pure  Greek  and 
Ass3rrian  intaglios  being  exhibited  to  illustrate  its  character. 

Next  were  described  the  remains  of  an  unfinished  Egyptian  building  at  Euyuk, 
a  day^s  journey  north  of  Yazili  Kayah.  Its  material  is  black  granite,  while  Grecian 
monuments  are  usually  of  marble.  Egyptian  sphinxes  stand  on  either  side  of  the 
entrance,  from  which  a  line  of  sculptured  stones  extends  to  the  right  and  left,  as 
in  other  ancient  monuments,  both  Assjrian  and  Egyptian.  The  sculptures  seem  to 
represent  the  erection  of  the  building,  and  the  festivities  and  ceremonies  observed 
on  the  occasion.  The  bull  Apis  stands  on  a  platform,  and  sacrifices  of  goats  and 
oxen  are  offered  to  him  by  the  king  and  queen.  The  features  and  hair  of  nearly  all 
the  figures  are  African. 

Farther,  the  figure  of  Sesostris  was  spoken  of,  found  carved  on  a  ledge  near  the 
mouth  of  a  pass  through  Mt.  Tmolus,  not  far  from  the  ancient  road  from  Smyrna 
to  Sardis.     This  is  one  of  the  two  figures  of  the  conqueror  described  by  Herodotus. 

Finally,  Dr.  Van  Lennep  described  the  interesting  remains  that  lie  around  Smyr- 
na ;  especially  the  old  rubbish-heap  of  ancient  Smjma,  where  valuable  remains  are 
often  brought  to  light  by  the  rains.  He  spoke  of  the  opening  of  several  tombs  of 
a  very  ancient  date.  He  also  exhibited  to  the  Society  various  figures  or  fVagments 
of  figures  in  terra  cotta^  of  the  highest  artistic  merit,  which  had  been  found  in  those 
tombs  or  in  the  soil,  and  which  appear  to  him  to  have  been  originally  gilded,  and 
to  have  represented  the  household  divinities  of  the  ancient  Symmiotes. 

5.  On  a  Chinese  Tablet  illustrating  the  religious  opinions  of  the 
literary  class,  by  Dr.  D.  B.  McCartee,  Missionary  of  the  Presby- 
terian Board  at  Ningpo,  China. 

Dr.  McCartee  said  that  the  scroll  which  he  exhibited  was  interesting  both  as  a 
very  favorable  specimen  of  Chinese  calligraphy,  and  as  showing  the  views  held  by 
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a  large  proportion  of  the  literary  men  of  China  with  reference  to  the  popular  reli- 
gion. He  went  on  to  set  forth  briefly  the  peculiar  religious  condition  of  China, 
explaining  that  the  Chinese  as  a  nation,  instead  of  being  divided  between  the  Con- 
fucian faiUi,  Buddhism,  and  the  doctrines  of  Lao-tse,  Teally  accept  them  all,  having 
recourse  always  to  the  particular  divinity  or  rite  which  is  reputed  to  be  serviceable 
in  such  matters  as  they  happen  to  have  in  hand.  It  has  been  stated  that  the  literaHj 
or  so-called  Confucianists,  do  not  worship  idols ;  but  this  is  an  error,  for  the  stellar 
gods  Win-chang  (Ursa  major)  and  Kwei-sing  (polar  star)  are  worsliipped  by  the 
literary  class  as  such,  and  by  them  alone,  as  the  speaker  could  testify  from  personal 
observation,  having  lived  in  a  temple  with  these  idols  for  more  than  a  year. 

The  scroll  exhibited  was  an  impression  or  rubbing  from  a  stone  tablet  erected 
in  the  Ch'eng- Hwang  Miau,  or  'Temple  of  the  Tutelar  Deity'  of  the  Wei-hien  or  'dis- 
trict city  of  Wei,'  in  the  province  of  Shan-tung,  China ;  and  the  inscription  was  in  the 
handwriting  of  Cheu  Pan-k'iaUj  the  Chi-hien  or  magistrate  of  the  district — a  literary 
gentleman  celebrated  as  a  poet,  a  calligrapher,  and  a  wit,  whose  "Remains,"  con- 
sisting of  poems,  pencil  drawings,  and  epistolary  writings,  have  gone  through  many 
editions  in  China.  The  sentiments  expressed  in  this  document  clearly  mark  Mr. 
Cheu  as  a  disciple  of  the  school  of  Chu-hi,  who  may  be  said  to  have  been  the  Comte 
of  China.  The  inscription  bears  the  date  of  the  17th  year  of  Kien-lung,  the  9th  of 
the  then  current  cycle  (of  60  years),  and  th&  5th  moon  (about  June;  A.  D.  1752).  Mr. 
Cheu  commences  by  referring  to  the  Ki-lin^  the  fung  or  phoenix,  the  serpent,  and 
the  dragon ;  to  each  of  which  are  ascribed  bodily  members,  and  distinct  personal 
characteristics.  He  then  speaks  of  the  heavens,  as  an  azure  vault,  and  the  earth 
as  a  massive  clod,  and  man  as  the  being  who,  dwelling  between  heaven  and  earth, 
is  characterized  by  certain  bodily  organs,  the  faculty  of  speech,  a  sense  of  propriety, 
etc.  But,  he  asks,  how  can  we  suppose  Heaven  to  possess  bodily  organs  like 
man's,  and  ascribe  to  it  a  personal  existence?  He  says  that  from  the  time  of  the 
Duke  of  Chou  (B.C.  1 130)  the  name  " Supreme  Ruler"  {Shemg-ii)  has  been  applied 
to  Heaven,  and  that  the  vulgar  have  styled  it  the  *'  Gemmeous  Emperor"  ( Yuh- 
Hwang\  and  invested  it  with  bodily  organs,  clothing,  regalia,  and  a  personal  exist- 
ence ;  have  made  images  of  it,  and  accompanied  them  with  retinues  of  followers ; 
and  that  subsequent  ages  have  regarded  it  with  awe  and  reverence.  He  then 
speaks  of  the  Ch'eng^  or  wall  which  surrounds  every  city,  and  of  the  Hwang^  or 
moat  which  encircles  it,  and  asks  why  people  have  personified  these  as  a  god,  and 
attributed  to  this  god  power  over  life  and  death,  and  jurisdiction  over  happiness 
and  misery,  surrounding  (its  images)  with  awe-inspiring  objects,  so  that  not  only 
the  common  people  are  struck  with  awe,  but  even  he  himself  confesses  that,  on 
entering  the  dark  recesses  of  \ts  temple,  his  hair  stands  on  end,  and  his  frame  shud- 
ders, as  though  he  stood  in  the  presence  of  a  demon.  He  quotes  an  ancient  sage 
who  says  "  these  things  are  what  make  the  people  seek  to  conciliate  them"  (i.  e., 
the  gods),  and  adds  that,  unless  the  ignorant  populace  have  a  desire  to  conciliate 
the  gods,  the  oflBcers  could  not  trust  them  (nor  control  them).  After  describing 
the  repairs  that  had  been  thought  necessary,  and  the  expense  incurred  in  mak- 
ing them,  and  in  suitably  furnishing  the  temple,  he  adds  Uiat  some  might  be  dis- 
posed to  question  the  necessity,  or  propriety,  of  expending  several  thousand  ounces 
of  silver  in  erecting  a  pavilion  and  stage  for  theatrioal  exhibitions;  and  asks  "Can 
it  be  that  there  are  gcfds  who  delight  in  theatrical  exhibitions?"  He  quotes  from 
an  ancient  tablet  an  account  of  a  female  musician  who  "  delighted  the  gods  "  with 
her  performances,  and  cites  from  the  Book  of  Odes  the  following  passage :  "  "With 
lyres  and  harps  and  strokes  of  the  drum,  welcome  the  Lord  of  the  Fields ;  "  and 
then  asks,  "Is  there  really  a  Lord  of  the  Fields?  and  does  he  really  delight  in  lyres 
and  harps?  If  so,  who  ever  heard  of  him?"  He  then  explains  it  as  being  simply 
the  natnral  way  in  which  people  give  expression  to  their  gratitude  to  the  gods.  He 
expresses  his  approbation  of  this  system  of  instructing  (and  ruling)  the  people,  de- 
vised by  the  ancients ;  and  says  that,  since  people  have  sacrificed  to  lie  Ch'eng' 
Hwang  (literally  '  City  Wall  and  Moat')  as  though  it  had  a  personal  existence,  why 
not  please  it  with  songs  and  dances?  And  as  to  theatrical  representations,  he 
thinks  the  theatre,  as  a  school  of  morals,  has  conferred  great  benefits  upon  man- 
kind. All  that  he  would  stipulate  is  that  indecent  and  otherwise  unsuitable  plays 
should  be  prohibited.  In  summing  up,  he  says  that  Fu-hi,  Shen-nung,  Hwang-ti, 
Yau,  Shun,  Yii,  T*ang,  Wen-wang,  Wu-wang,  the  duke  of  Chou,  and  Confucius, 
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really  did  exist  personally  before  they  were  deified,  and  there  seems  to  be  a  pro- 
priety in  sacrificing  to  them  as  though  they  (still)  had  a  personal  existence.  But 
Heaven,  earth,  the  sun,  moon,  wind,  thunder,  hills  and  streams,  rivers  and  moun- 
tains,  soil  and  grain,  the  wall  and  moat,  the  comers  of  the  house,  the  well,  and  the 
fire-place,  although  they  have  been  deified,  have  really  no  personal  existence,  and 
should  not  (properly  or  per  se)  be  sacrificed  to  as  though  they  had.  Yet  even  the 
sages  from  the  ancient  times  have  all  sacrificed  to  them,  as  though  they  really  and 
personally  existed ;  and  he  asks,  do  the  deities  of  heaven  enjoy  £e  viands  or  make 
use  of  the  utensils  used  in  sacrificing  to  them?  And  he  replies  that,  although  the 
sounds,  the  colors,  and  the  odors  and  tastes  of  things  in  heaven  cannot  be  imitated, 
yet  all  these  devices  are  but  the  modes  of  giving  expression  to  the  feelings  of  rev- 
erence and  veneration  which  naturally  arise  in  the  human  heart  Hence  he  con- 
cludes that  the  erection  of  a  tablet  to  perpetuate  the  memory  of  the  repairs  made 
upon  the  Ch'eng-Hwang  temple  is  not  an  affair  of  mere  local  or  temporary  interest, 
but  is  inseparably  connected  with  the  doctrines  and  ceremonial  observances  of  re- 
mote antiquity ;  and  since  others  (whose  names  he  mentions)  had  liberally  contri- 
buted funds  to  defVay  the  expenses,  he  (the  writer)  could  not  be  so  parsimonious  as 
to  grudge  a  contribution  of  penmanship  to  the  same  object 

Dr.  McCartee  remarked  in  conclusion  that  he  had  often  heard  similar  sentiments 
advanced  by  officers  and  literati  in  China,  and  it  was  interesting  to  observe  that 
the  wisest  of  that  ancient  nation  gave  such  unequivocal  assent  to  the  doctrine  that 
belief  in  a  personal  God,  who  will  render  to  every  man  according  to  his  work,  is 
both  a  natural  acting-out  of  the  human  heart,  and  absolutely  requisite  in  order  to 
secure  good  government. 

Dr.  McCartee  further  exhibited  a  set  of  very  fine  rubbings,  taken  from  stone 
tablets  set  up  in  a  Buddhist  temple  at  Hangchow,  and  representing,  nearly  in  life 
size,  sixteen  of  the  eighteen  Lo-han  (Sanskrit  ar?MfU\  or  personal  attendants  of 
Buddha.    These  rubbings  he  presented  to  the  Society's  collection. 

6.  On  the  Theory  of  the  Greek  Accent,  by  Prof  James  Hadley, 
of  New  Haven. 

The  Greeks  distinguished  one  syllable  in  each  word  by  sounding  its  vowel  on  a 
higher  key :  this  higher  key  was  represented  by  the  acute  accent  The  ordinary 
lower  key  was  not  represented  in  writing.  But  when  it  followed  the  higher  key 
on  the  same  long  vowel,  it  was  represented  by  the  g^ve  accent^  which  then  united 
witli  the  acute  to  form  the  circumflex.  And  when  a  high-tone  ultima,  followed  by 
other  words  in  close  connection,  dropped  down  to  a  lower  key,  it  was  written 
with  a  grave  accent  instead  of  the  acute.  The  melodic  character  of  the  Greek 
accent  Prof.  Hadley  illustrated  from  Dionysius  Halia  (do  Comp.  Verb.,  12),  who 
calls  the  interval  between  the  higher  and  lower  keys  a  fifth  (three  tones  and  a  semi- 
tone). That  there  was  any  difference  in  stress  (or  force  of  utterance)  between  ac- 
cented and  unaccented  syllables,  is  not  intimated  by  the  ancient  writers :  that  such 
difference,  if  it  existed,  cannot  have  been  great,  is  made  probable  by  tlie  total  dis- 
regard of  accent  in  ancient  verse.  The  question  has  been  raised  whether  any  dis- 
tinction was  made  among  the  lower  tones ;  whether  there  was  any  middle  tone, 
intermediate  between  the  highest  and  the  lowest  Some  ancient  writers  speak  of 
a  middle  tone ;  but  the  statements  are  not  so  definite  as  could  be  wished.  G. 
Hermann  (de  emend,  rat  gramm.  Graec.)  recognized  a  middle  tone  in  the  grave  ac- 
cent where  it  takes  the  place  of  an  acute  on  the  ultima.  G.  Curtius  (Jahn's  Jahrb., 
vol  72)  recognized  it  also  in  the  grave  accent  where  it  forms  part  of  the  clrcumfiex. 
Recently,  F.  Misteli  (Kuhn*s  Zeitsch.,  vol  1 7),  founding  on  the  analogies  of  the 
Sanskrit  accent,  holds  that  the  high  tone  (acute  accent),  where  it  was  not  final,  was 
always  followed  by  a  middle  tone.  Prof.  Hadley  set  forth  a  theory  based  on  that 
of  Misteli,  but  with  additions  and  modifications  of  his  own.  In  the  undivided  Indo- 
European,  as  in  Sanskrit,  there  was  no  restriction  on  the  place  of  the  accent;  it 
might  fall  on  any  syllable  of  the  longest  word.  Hence  the  high  tone  with  tlie  fol- 
lowing middle  tone  might  be  separated  fVom  tlie  end  of  the  word  by  a  suocessioa 
of  low-tone  syllables.  If  now  there  came  to  be  a  prevailing  dislike  for  such  a 
succession,  an  unwillingness  to  hear  more  than  one  low-tone  syllable  at  the  end  of 
a  word,  Hid  result  would  be  to  confine  the  accent  to  the  last  three  syllables.    Tbifl 
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result,'  as  it  is  found  both  in  Greek  and  in  Latin,  may  be  referred  to  the  time  of 
Graeco-Italican  unity.  But  for  the  Greek  we  haye  to  assume  also  a  subsequent 
restriction ;  the  final  low  tone  must  not  occupy  the  whole  of  a  long  syllable ;  if 
it  came  upon  a  long  vowel,  the  first  half  of  that  vowel  must  be  sounded  with  mid- 
dle tone.  Thus  "  high  tone,  middle  tone,  short  low  tone,"  became  a  prevailing 
cadence  for  Greek  words,  and  was  brought  in  wherever  it  could  be  attained  with- 
out throwing  back  the  accent  The  leading  rules  of  Greek  accentuation — no  ac- 
cent allowed  before  the  antepenult ;  only  the  acute  used  on  that  syllable,  and  not 
even  this  if  the  ultima  is  long ;  an  accented  penult  must  take  the  circumflex  if  it 
has  a  long  vowel  and  the  ultima  a  short  one ;  an  accented  penult  must  take  the 
acute  in  any  other  case ;  — all  these  are  explained  by  this  cadence,  being  all  neces- 
sary to  secure  it  As  for  throwing  back  the  accent  to  obtain  this  cadence  (or  as 
much  of  it  as  possible),  one  branch  of  the  Greeks,  the  Aeolians  of  Asia  Minor,  did 
so ;  iighence  Aeolic  forms  like  ;^fa^e7rof,  ;f aXr Trwf ,  /IcAvAcoTCf ,  for  which  the  common 
Greek  has  ;^faXe7r6f ,  ;^aXe7rijf ,  XeXvKorcf,  with  the  primitive  accent 

The  Latin  took  a  different,  though  analogous  course.  It  allowed  the  final  low 
tone  to  have  either  quantity,  but  would  not  allow  the  middle  tone  before  it  to  oc- 
cupy tiie  whole  of  a  long  syllable,  whether  long  by  nature  or  position.  Hence  the 
cadence,  "  high  tone,  short  middle  tone,  low  tone,"  which  the  Latin  procured,  or  as 
much  of  it  as  possible,  in  all  words,  even  by  throwing  back  the  accent  like  the 
Aeolic  Greek.  In  this  way  all  the  varieties  of  Latin  accent — legereSj  Ugeret^  mo" 
nSreSj  moneret,  leghidus^  vixU^  res — may  be  easily  accounted  for. 

In  conclusion,  Prof.  Hadley  referred  to  the  hypothetical  character  of  this  theory, 
pointing  out  the  unproved  assumptions  contained  in  it ;  but  remarked  that  these 
assumptions  are  So  natural  in  themselves  and  furnish  so  simple  an  explanation  for 
80  many  seemingly  unconnected  facts,  that  it  is  difficult  to  believe  them  wholly  un- 
founded 

7.  On  the  Order  of  Words  in  Attic  Greek  Prose,  by  Prof.  Charles 
Short,  of  Columbia  College,  New  York. 

This  communication  was  a  verbal  account  of  an  Essay  which  Prof.  Short  was 
about  to  publish.  The  immediate  occasion  of  the  Essay  is  the  republication  in  this 
country  of  Mr.  Yonge's  English-Greek  Dictionary.  That  woric  being  intended 
chiefly  as  an  aid  to  students  in  Greek  GompoeitioD,  it  seemed  well  to  prefix  to  it 
something  on  the  order  of  the  words. 

Prof  Short  stated  that,  while  there  were  several  monographs  on  this  subject  by 
European  scholars  relating  to  single  authors  or  to  single  points,  as  by  Darpe,  Braun, 
and  Engelhardt,  and  while  several  commentators  on  Greek  authors  had  here  and 
there  touched  the  matter,  as  Stallbaum,  Weber,  and  Rehdantz,  yet  he  was  not 
aware  that  any  systematic  treatise  upon  the  subject  had  anywhere  appeared,  and 
he  had  therefore  undertaken  to  supply  such  a  one  as  he  could.  The  general  sub- 
ject being  large,  he  had  confined  himself  to  the  usages  of  prose,  and  to  one  form 
of  that,  the  Attic. 

Taking  Xenophon  as  a  basis,  he  had  then  careAilly  examined  Thucydides,  next 
the  Attic  Orators,  and  lastly  Plato.  His  method  had  been  to  gather  under  eadi 
head  a  very  large  number  of  examples  from  these  writers  in  the  order  just  men- 
tioned, and  then  to  deduce  the  general  law,  noting  the  exceptions,  and  giving  them 
m  classes  where  this  was  practicable.  When  the  reason  for  a  particular  order  ap- 
peared, he  had  in  many  instances  stated  it,  but  his  main  purpose  in  the  present 
Essay  was  rather  to  develope  the  laws  of  order  than  to  discuss  them,  and  by  adding 
the  exceptions  to  show  the  range  within  whidi  diversity  of  order  might  take  place. 

Some  of  the  general  laws  were  specified:  that  the  adjective  follows  the  word  it 
qualifies;  that  the  genitive  follows  the  noun  it  limits,  with  the  curious  exception 
that  when  the  limited  noun  has  the  article,  the  genitive  in  general  relations  may 
stand  between  the  article  and  the  noun,  but  the  partitive  genitive,  as  a  law,  may 
not ;  that  the  predicate  noun,  pronoun,  or  adjective,  stands  SrecUy  before  the  verb 
finite,  or  an  infinitive,  or  a  participle  either  with  or  without  the  artide ;  that  the 
Greeks  in  respect  to  collocation  made  no  distinction  between  the  objective  and  the 
subjective  infinitive,  putting  both  alike  after  the  leading  word ;  that  the  modifica- 
tioa  of  a  word  having  the  article  intervenes  between  the  article  and  the  word,  and 
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that  it  sometimes  follows  both  wholly  or  in  part,  but  only  in  the  rarest  instances 
(except  a  limiting  genitive)  precedes  them,  and  that  he  had  observed  only  one  case 
in  which  an  adverb  modifying  an  infinitive  with  the  article  stood  before  Uie  article, 
and  that  in  a  suspected  piece  of  Xenophon,  the  Apologia, 

In  his  treatment  of  the  prepositions,  he  had  first  given  their  position  with  reference 
to  their  reg^en  and  then  added  an  elaborate  section  on  a  perplexing  subject,  the 
omission  and  repetition  of  the  preposition  under  various  drcnmstanoes;  and  after 
setting  forth  the  prevailing  usage  in  simple  cases,  he  had  considered  the  complex 
cases,  and  shown  that  the  latter  could  be  resolved  into  the  former.  He  has  perhaps 
discovered  a  law  here  not  previously  observed. 

Where  various  readings  existed  afiecting  the  matter  of  order,  he  had  given  the 
variation  under  its  appropriate  head  and  subjoined  the  name  of  the  Editor  who 
adopted  it,  and  the  examples  in  connection  with  which  such  reading  was  givim 
might  be  regarded  as  so  much  testimony  on  its  behalf 

8.  On  Pro£  Max  Mailer's  Translation  of  the  Rig-Veda,  by  Pro£ 
W.  D.  Whitney,  of  New  Haven. 

Prof  Whitney  said  that  not  more  than  two  or  three  other  Sanskritists  had  stud- 
ied the  Veda  so  long  and  so  deeply  as  Prof  Max  Muller,  or  were  in  position  to  fur- 
nish so  authoritative  a  version  of  it  Hence,  scholars  had  been  looking  forward 
with  eager  expectation  to  his  translation,  promised  many  years  ago^  and  of  which 
the  first  volume  has  left  the  press  this  season.  The  work  as  published  would  not 
be  found  in  all  respects  to  fulfil  the  expectations  they  had  formed.  Though  adyer- 
tised  as  one  of  a  series  of  eight  volumes,  it  actually  contains  only  one  seventy-fifth 
of  the  Vedic  text  (12  hymns  out  of  1017).  The  bulk  of  the  volume  is  flUed  with 
a  variety  of  material,  which,  though  much  of  it  valuable  in  itself^  would  gladly  hsTe 
been  spared.  The  author  has  taken  as  his  model  Bumouf  ^s  woric  on  the  A  vesta. 
But  the  circiunstanoes  of  the  two  cases  are  so  different  that  the  model  is  an  ill- 
chosen  one.  Bumouf  was  breaking  a  path  in  an  entirely  new  subject  His  woA 
was  lef\  a  fragment,  and  never  could  have  been  made  any  thing  else.  MiiDeT  has 
undertaken  an  impracticable  task,  that  of  accounting  for  and  establishing  his  ver- 
sion of  every  passage.  How  incomplete,  and  open  to  criticism  in  regard  to  propor- 
tion, it  is,  appears  from  the  circumstance  that  to  the  first  verse  translated  there 
is  a  note  of  eleven  pages  on  an  adjective  meaning  *  ruddy,'  while  the  making  of  an 
accusative  plural  (or  gen.  or  abl.  sing.)  the  subject  of  a  verb,  and  the  assumption 
that  the  sun  could  be  regarded  as  Indra's  horse,  were  let  pass  without  any  remark 
— and  so  in  other  cases,  which  were  pointed  out  in  a  detailed  criticism  of  a  few 
verses.  To  the  extension  of  the  work  by  induding  a  romanized  text  of  ^e  orig- 
inal hynms  themselves,  and  the  detailed  versions  of  other  translators,  objectioo  was 
taken  on  the  score  of  want  of  necessity:  since  such  things  can  be  of  service  only 
to  a  professed  Vedic  scholar,  who  must  be  presumed  to  possess  them  in  anotiier 
form.  If  Muller  would  give  simply  his  own  understanding  of  the  meaning  of  the 
hymns,  with  limited  exposition  of  especially  difficult  points,  he  would  consult  the 
interests  not  only  of  the  public  at  large,  but  also  of  his  fellow-students  in  the  same 
department 

The  selection  of  this  particular  body  of  hymns  (those  to  the  Maruts,  or  stonn- 
gods)  for  indusion  in  the  first  volume  is  unfortunate,  since  they  are  among  the 
most  obscure  and  tedious  of  the  coUectioo,  and  may  repel  from  a  study  of  the  Veda 
some  who  would  have  been  attracted  by  a  more  pteasing  first  taste. 

On  the  score  of  his  over-abundant  introductory  and  expository  matter,  ICuDer 
claims  that  his  is  the  " first  translation  *"  of  the  Veda:  a  daim  which  few  will  be 
ready  to  admit  Bumoof  called  his  work  a  "  commentary,**  not  a  translation,  though 
1m  had  no  real  predecessor;  while  Muller. has  to  quote  several,  one  (rf*  whom  (Boi- 
fey)  has  worked  upon  the  same  basis  and  with  the  same  prindples  as  himiJf, 
although  doubtless  with  lees  thorough  preparation.  To  Miiller^s  method  no  excep- 
tions can  be  taken :  he  utteriy  discards  the  native  commentators  as  an^ority,  and 
founds  his  interpretation  upon  grammar,  etymok)gy,  and  the  comparison  of  parallel 
passages.  He  is  also  perfectly  fair  and  modest  in  estimating  the  value  of  the  re- 
sults reached  by  him ;  putting  forward  his  version  as  only  a  provisional  sohition  of 
its  very  difficult  problem,  and  as  sure  to  be  superseded  by  and  by,  when  Icnger 
study  shall  have  brought  a  better  comprehension  of  the  whole  Vedic  antiqui^. 
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9.  Notes  on  a  Surveying  Trip  from  the  Phenician  Coast  to  the 
Euphrates  River,  by  Mr.  Henry  M.  Canfield,  of  South  Britain, 
Conn. 

Mr.  Canfield  had  expected  to  be  present  at  the  meeting,  and  to  give  an  oral  ac- 
count of  his  trip ;  but,  being  unavoidably  kept  away,  he  sent  instead  a  brief  paper, 
whidi  was  read  by  the  Corresponding  Secretary. 

Mr.  Canfield  joined  Col  Romer's  party,  engaged  to  survey  a  route  for  a  railroad 
fh>m  the  Mediterranean  to  the  Euphrates,  in  April,  1868.  The  line  surveyed  started 
at  the  mouth  of  £1  Kebir,  and  followed  the  road  to  Hamath  nearly  to  the  Nessarieh 
range.  With  some  difficulty,  a  practicable  route  was  found  through  tlie  pass 
between  the  Nessarieh  and  the  Lebanon,  then  across  the  beautiful  fertile  plain 
of  the  Beky*aa,  through  the  Jebel  Horns  to  Horns,  and  north-easterly  over  the 
desert  to  Selamieh,  the  farthest  outpost  of  civilization ;  then,  after  extensive  ex- 
ploration reaching  as  far  as  Aleppo  and  Palmyra,  through  the  great  Wady  in  Jebel 
Assouet  nearly  to  the  Euphrates  at  Sheik  Omar  or  Balis;  when  difficulties  with 
the  Arab  tribes  put  an  end,  for  the  time,  to  the  enterprise. 

Mr.  Canfield  describes  the  Nusairi  inhabitants  of  the  mountains  and  desert  as  a 
large-framed  race,  usually  with  light  hair  and  brown  eyes,  laborious,  but  treacherous 
and  inhospitable ;  and  speaks  of  their  semi-subterranean  dwellings,  of  their  cus- 
toms and  religion.  He  was  unable  to  discover  or  learn  how  they  dispose  of  their 
dead.  He  calls  attention  to  t|ie  square  towers,  called  by  the  Arabs  baurgh,  scat- 
tered across  the  whole  country  to  the  Euphrates ;  also  to  the  numerous  casties  of 
the  middle  ages,  of  which  the  finest  he  saw  is  Kalat  el  Husn,  at  the  north-western 
edge  of  the  Beky'aa.  This  is  so  immense  a  structure  that  it  is  now  inhabited  by 
6000  people.  The  desert  country  beyond  Selamieh  is  marked  in  places  by  groups 
of  broken  columns  and  heaps  of  ruins ;  at  one  point,  west  of  the  Orontes  and  east 
of  Sherbt  el-Humun,  forming  regular  streets  and  squares  over  a  space  three  miles 
long  and  two  wide ;  deserted  viUages,  in  various  styles  of  building,  are  also  nume- 
rous. 

A  chief  of  the  Ismaeliyeh  was  met  with  who  had  just  returned  from  a  trip  to 
India;  showing  that  the  old  Aaaassins have  and  maintain  correspondence  with  some 
Indian  sect 

Rev.  Mr.  Blodget,  missionary  at  Peking,  addressed  the  meeting 
brieflv  respecting  the  reli^on  of  the  Chinese,  and  respecting  the 
translation  into  Chinese  of  the  word  God, 

After  this  (at  one  o'clock,  Friday  noon^  the  Society  adjourned, 
to  meet  again  in  Boston,  on  Wednesday,  May  18th,  1870. 
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The  Society  assembled  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  at  the  rooms  of  the 
American  Academy.  President  Woolsey  being  absent,  the  chair 
was  occupied  alternately  by  Dr.  Anderson  and  Dr.  Parker,  Vice- 
Presidents. 

The  record  of  the  preceding  meeting  was  read  by  the  Recording 
Secretary.  It  was  arranged  that  there  should  be  a  recess  of  only 
one  hour  at  noon,  that  the  business  of  the  meeting  might  be 
finished  before  evening. 

The  Treasurer's  Report  was  read,  audited,  and  accepted.  It 
was  as  follows : 

BECEIPTS. 

Balance  on  hand,  May  19th,  1869, $357.53 

Annual  assessments  paid  in,        -        -      t-        -        -        -  $515.00 

Life-membership, 75.00 

Sale  of  the  Journal, 18.76 

Total  receipts  of  the  year, 608.75 

$966.28 
EXPENDITURES. 

Printing  of  Proceedings,  etc., $43.24 

Expenses  of  Library  and  Correspondence, 40.64 

Paid  for  binding  of  books, 1.26 

Total  expenditures  of  the  year, $85.13 

Balance  on  hand,  May  18th,  1870, 881.15 

$966.28 

The  Treasurer  also  made  a  statement  respecting  the  condition 
of  the  fund  for  the  purchase  of  Chinese  type,  provided  by  the  kind 
offices  of  the  late  Hon.  Charles  W.  Bradley.  The  arrival  of  the 
font  ordered  from  Shanghai  was  reported  at  the  last  meeting.  Its 
cost  was  as  follows :  * 

For  typo  (180  lbs,  small  pica),        -        -        .        .  $324.00 

Type-cases,             12.00 

Packing,  freight,  and  insurance,      -        -        -        -  22.00 

Premium  on  $358  in  Mexican  dollars,     -        -        -  136.79 

ExpenFes  in  New  York,  dutj',  cartage,  etc.,            -  75.00 

Total  expense,     -        -        -        -  -       -        -        $569.79 

To  meet  this,  the  Treasurer  had  drawn  on  Messrs.  Baring, 
Brothers,  &  Co.,  of  London,  with  whom  the  fund  was  deposited 
by  Mr.  Bradley,  for  £100,  which  yielded  in  currency  $670.08. 
The  balance,  about  $100,  is  deposited  in  the  Townsend  Savings 
Bank  at  New  Haven  to  the  credit  of  the  fund,  and  about  £92 
still  remains  in  the  hands  of  Messrs.  l^arings. 
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The  Librarijin  excused  himself,  on  tlie  score  of  other  pressing 
occupations,  for  having  come  unprepared  with  a  full  Report  of  the 
condition  of  the  Library,  and  gave  a  brief  oral  statement  respect- 
ing the  additions  made  to  it  during  the  year.  The  most  important 
donations  had  come  from  the  Vienna  Academy  of  Sciences,  and 
from  Prof.  Fitz-Edward  Hall  of  London. 

The  Committee  of  Publication  reported  that,  as  authorized  by 
the  Directors  last  fall,  they  had  commenced  the  reprinting  of  Vol. 
ix.,  Part  1,  of  the  Journal,  as  soon  as  the  printing  office  had  been 
restored  to  working  order  after  the  fire ;  and  that  the  work  had 
since  gone  on  without  interruption,  but  was  not  yet  quite  finished. 
It  was  intended  to  proi-eed  with  the  prmting  of  Part  2,  as  soon  as 
the  other  should  be  out  of  the  way. 

The  Directors  notified  the  next  meeting,  as  to  be  held  in  New 
Haven  on  the  nineteenth  of  October,  unless  the  Committee  of 
Arrangements  (Prof.  Hadley  of  New  Haven,  with  the  Recording 
and  Corresponding  Secretaries)  should  alter  the  appointment — 
which  they  were  authorized  to  do,  if  it  appeared  desirable. 

The  following  persons,  on  recommendation  of  the  Directors, 
were  elected  members  of  the  Society :  namely, 

as  Coq)orate  Members, 

Mr.  Erastus  B.  Bigelow,  of  Boston. 
Prof.  Ferdinand  Bocher,  of  Boston. 
Prof.  J.  Lewis  Diman,  of  Providence,  R.  I. 
Mr.  James  B.  Greenough,  of  Cambridge,  Mass. 
Mr.  Thomas  S.  Perry,  of  Cambridge,  Mass. 
Mr.  Charles  T.  Russell,  of  Cambridge,  Mass. 
Rev.  J.  Herbert  Senter,  of  Cambridge,  Mass. 
Prof.  Peter  H.  Steenstra,  of  Cambridge,  Mass. 
Prof.  Francis  Wharton,  D.D.,  of  Brookline,  Mass. 
Rev.  Henry  A.  Yardley,  of  Middlctown,  Conn. 

as  Corresponding  Members, 

Rev.  Albert  L.  Long,  D.D.,  Missionary  at  Constantinople. 
Rev.  Hyman  A.  Wilder,  Missionary  in  South  Africa. 

Mr.  J.  S.  Hopes  of  l^oston.  Rev.  W.  II.  Ward  of  New  York,  and 
Hon.  J.  D.  Baldwin  of  Worcest^r,  were  appointed  by  the  chair  a 
Nominating  Committee,  to  propose  a  ticket  for  officers  for  the 
ensuing  year ;  and  the  following  gentlemen,  nominated  by  them, 
were  elected  without  dissent : 

Preskhnt — Pres.  T.  D.  Woolsey,  D.D.,  LL.D.,     of  New  Haven. 

i  liev.  KiTPus  Anderson,  D.D.,     "   Boston. 
Vice-Presidcfitsl  Hon.  Peter  Parker,  M.D.,         "   Washington. 

(  Prof.  Ei)W.  E.  Salisbury,  LL.D., "   New  Haven. 
Corresp.  Secret ary — Prof.  W.  D.  Whitxey,  Ph.D.,  "    New  Haven. 
Seer.  ofCiuss,  Section — Prof.  Jam es Hadley,  LL.D., "   New  Haven. 
Recordiny  Secretary — Mr.  Ezra  Ahbot,  LL.D.,      "   Cambridge. 
Treaininr — Prof.  D.  C.  Oilman,  "   New  Haven. 

Librarian — Prof.  W.  D.  Whitney,  "    New  Haven. 
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^  Mr.  J.  W.  Barrow,  of  New  York. 

Mr.  A.  I.  CoTHEAL,  "  New  York. 

Prof.  W.  W.  Goodwin,  Ph.D.,  "  Cambridge. 

Directors  \  Prof.  W.  H.  Green,  D.D.,  "  Princeton. 

Prof.  A  P.  Peabody,  D.D.,  "  Cambridge. 

Dr.  Charles  Pickering,  "  Boston. 

Prof.  Charles  Short,  LIj.D.,  "  New  York. 

While  the  committee  were  deliberating,  an  interesting  series  of 
photographs  from  India  and  Farther  India  were  exhibited  to  the 
members,  and  briefly  commented  on,  by  Rev.  J.  T.  Gracey. 

The  Corresponding  Secretary  then  announced  the  losses  which 
the  Society  had  suffered  by  death  during  the  year;  namely,  two 
Corjiorate  Members,  lie  v.  K.  J  burgess  and  Rev.  Dr.  Proudtit  (the 
latter  during  some  years  past  a  Director) ;  and  three  Correspond- 
ing Members,  Prof.  Romeo  Elton,  late  of  Exeter,  England,  Rev. 
Dr.  Justin  Perkins,  during  many  years  a  missionary  in  Ordmiah, 
and  Mr.  William  Winthrop,  American  consul  at  Malta.  He  said 
a  few  words  with  regard  to  each  of  these  gentlemen,  briefly  setting 
forth  the  claims  that  they  had  upon  the  respectful  and  affectionate 
remembrance  of  the  Society,  as  well  as  of  scholars  in  America  and 
through  the  world.  lie  spoke  especially  of  Mr.  Burgess,  who 
would  be  remembered  in  connection  with  the  translation  of  the 
Sftrya-Siddhanta  published  some  voars  since  in  tlie  Society's  Jour- 
nal, and  with  whom  he  had  himself  for  some  time  been  thrown  into 
intimate  relations  while  that  work  was  in  preparation  and  passing 
through  the  press.  Mr.  Burgess  returned  to  this  country  in  1864, 
after  more  than  fourteen  years  of  service  as  a  missionary  in  western 
India.  He  died  of  pneumonia,  near  Boston,  on  the  first  day  of 
this  year. 

Prof.  Hadley  gave  a  somewhat  detailed  account  of  tlie  life  and 
literary  labors  of  Dr.  Proudtit,  and  a  view  of  his  character  as  a 
scholar  and  as  a  man. 

The  eminent  services  of  the  venerable  Dr.  Perkins  in  the  cause 
of  Christian  philanthropy  and  of  learning  were  set  forth  by  Rev. 
Mr.  Treat,  Dr.  Parker,  and  others. 

The  correspondence  of  the  past  six  months  was  presented,  and 
read  in  part.     The  following  are  extracts : 

From  Mr.  Freeman  A.  Smith,  Treasurer  of  the  American  Baptist 
JVI^issionary  Union,  dated  Boston,  Nov.  0th,  1869: 

*'  Knowing  you  to  bo  interested  in  Hdch  things,  I  send  herewith  a  copy  from  an  • 
ancient  metallic  plate  found  by  Mr.  Bunker,  one  of  our  missionaries,  amoug  the  Red 
Karens,  together  with  a  copy  of  our  magazine,  where  you  will  see  what  he  writes 
respecting  it." 

Mr.  Bunker  says : 

"  It  has  been  long  known  that  an  ancient  metal  plate,  having  strange  characters 
engraven  on  it,  existed  among  the  Red  Karens.  While  at  Kon tie's  village,  we 
succeeded,  after  much  difficulty,  in  obtaining  a  sight  of  the  famous  plate,  and  were 
also  allowed  to  copy  it.  The  plate  is  composed  of  copper,  brass,  and  probably 
some  gold.  They  reganl  it  as  very  sacred,  and  guard  it  with  most  zealous  care. 
It  is  supposed  by  them  to  possess  life,  and  they  say  it  requires  to  be  **  fed  with 
metal.''     I  fed  it  with  a  piece  of  silver  of  the  value  of  j.bout  fifty  cents,  but  did  xx»t 


Ixxvi  American  Orienial  Society  : 

860  it  eat  while  I  was  near.  The  common  people  fear  ita  power  greatly,  and  dare 
not  look  at  it,  as  they  say  it  has  power  to  blind  tlieir  eyes.  The  traditions  of  most 
of  the  Karen  tribes  point  to  tliis  tablet  I  think,  antl  it  may  be  of  very  ancient 
orijnn.  The  character  in  which  it  is  written  is  quite  different  from  any  of  the 
characters  in  which  the  languages  of  tlie  Kast  are  written,  so  far  as  I  have  been 
able  to  learn." 

A  copy  of  the  inscription  w«i8  exhibited  to  the  members  present, 
but  no  one  could  cast  any  light  upon  its  strange  characters.  Tlie 
Secretary  said  that  he  was  hoping  to  obtain  additional  information 
upon  the  matter  from  Farther  India,  to  be  laid  before  the  Society 
hereafter.  The  plate  is  one  referred  to  in  Mr.  Cross's  paper  on  the 
Karens  and  their  language,  read  at  the  meeting  in  October,  186(5, 
and  reported  in  the  Proceedings  of  that  meeting  (Journal,  vol.  ix., 
p.  xii). 

From  Rev.  C.  II.  A.  Dall,  dated  Calcutta,  Nov.  27th,  1869: 

"  In  Bombay,  lately,  I  had  the  pleasure  of  meeting  Dr.  fihau  Daji  at  the  monthly 
meeting  of  the  Bombay  Branch  of  the  Royal  Asiatic  Society,  and  was  surpriseil  to 
hear  him  say  that  within  a  year  or  so,  or  as  soon  as  his  practice  (as  a  physician) 
would  iKjnnit,  he  expected  to  visit  England  and  America.  I  am  not  very  sorr>* 
that  you  are  Hkely  to  see,  yet  sooner,  Babu  Keshub  Chunder  Sen ;  of  whom  you 
have  heard  as  the  eloquent  leader  of  the  partly  christianized  Hindus,  the  Brahmos. 
He  does  not  feel  settled  as  to  the  American  part  of  his  visit ;  but,  when  calls  reach 
him,  as  they  are  sure  to  do,  he  will  jield  to  the  pressure,  and  accomplish  a  lisli 
which  I  am  very  desirous  that  he  should  make.  The  presence  of  these  two  cul- 
tiurcd  Oriental  gentlemen  will,  I  am  sure,  make  OrienUilism  dawn  on  America  as 
never  before." 

From  Mrs.  S.  J.  Rhea,  dated  Jonesboro,  Tennessee,  Dec.  6th, 
1869;  renpecting  her  late  husband's  Kurdish  papers,  prest^nted  at 
the  previous  meeting,  giving  some  ex)>lanations  as  to  their  char- 
acter, and  expressing  her  desire  to  be  helpful  in  any  way  toward 
their  publication. 

From  Dr.  A.  T.  Pratt,  dated  Constantinople,  March  10th,  187o: 

*'....!  procured  a  fine  copy  of  a  Cufic  inscription  some  time  since  and  sent  it 
to  you;  hut,  together  with  a  valuable  lot  of  coins,  it  was  lost  on  the  way.     I  am 

now  hoping  to  send  you  the  sUmo  itself  in  the  course  of  the  summer I  have 

a  granuuar  of  the  Turkish  lanjiuage  of  my  own,  which  I  hope  to  forward  as  soon 
as  I  can  get  an  English  translation  to  go  with  it.  During  nearly  two  years  past  I 
have  been  here,  engaged  on  the  revision  of  the  version  of  the  Bible  made  by  Dr. 
Goodell. 

Dr.  Paspati  is  getting  out  a  large  work  on  the  Gj'psy  language,  of  which  I  pre- 
sume you  will  receive  a  copy." 

Communications  being  now  in  order,  the  following  were  pre- 
sented : 

1.  On  the  Glagolitic  Alphabet,  by  Rev.  A.  L.  Long,  of  Constan- 
tino))le;  presented  by  the  Corresponding  Secretary. 

This  was  an  impiiry  into  the  origin  of  the  ( Tiagolitic  character,  in  which  a  pjirt  of 
the  oldest  Slavic  literature  is  i)rc8erved,  and  into  its  relation  to  tlie  more  usual 
character,  the  Cyrillitic.  Of  the  two,  the  Cyrillitic  is  usually  ascribed  to  the  Slavic 
apostle  Cyril,  who  used  it  for  his  tramslation  of  the  Scriptures  (about  A.D.  862); 
respecting  the  other,  opinions  have  been  much  divided,  some  attributin.:  its  inven- 
tion to  Methodius,  Cyril's  brother,  others  to  Clement,  archbishop  of  A'elitsa  in  Bul- 
gariii,  and  pupil  of  Cyril  and  Methodius ;  while  yet  others  regani  it  as  some  centu- 
ries older  than  Cyril,  and  many  accept  the  Dahnatian  tnulitions  which  would  make 
St.  Jerome  its  inventor.     Dr.  Long,  now,  differing  from  all  these,  maintains  tlmt 
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the  Glagolitic  was  tlie  alphabet  devised  by  Cyril,  and  was  exclusively  used  in  his 
time,  while  the  so-called  Cyrillitic,  which  is  no  independent  invention,  but  only  an 
adaptation  of  the  Greek  alphabet  to  the  Slavic  language,  was  the  work  of  Clement 
(who  died  A.D.  91 6).  The  various  considerations  which  appear  to  shpport  this  view 
arc  detailed  in  the  paper.  At  tlie  end,  the  author  acknowledges  his  obligations  to 
P.  J.  Schaifiirik's  work  "On  the  Origin  and  Home  of  Glagohtism "  (Prague,  1858). 

liemarks  upon  this  paper,  approving  its  conclusions,  were  made 
by  Mr.  J.  S.  Ropes. 

2.  On  the  Moabite  Inscription  of  King  Mesha,  by  Kev.  Wm. 
Haves  Ward,  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Ward  fir.-t  detailed  the  history  of  the  securing  of  the  inscription  by  M.  Gan- 
neau.  from  the  first  discover^'  of  the  monument  by  the  German  Klein.  After 
showing  that  it  was  undoubtedly  genuine,  and  dated  back  to  nearly  nine  hundred 
years  before  C'hrist,  Mr.  Ward  laid  before  the  meeting  a  translitenited  copy  of  it  in 
Hebrew  characters,  and  the  following  translation : 

'  I  am  Mesha  son  of  Chcmosh  [nadab]  King  of  Moab  [the  D-]  ^  ibonite.  |  My 
father  reigned  over  Moab  thirty  years. and  I  reigned  •* after  my  father.  |  And  J 
made  this  high  place  to  Chemosh  in  Karhah  and  [this  House  of  Sal-]  **  vation 
becau8t>  he  has  saved  me  from  all  the  attacks  and  because  he  has  caused  me  to 
look  on  all  my  enemies,  |  0  [m  r]  i  -^was  King  of  Iprael,  and  he  afflicted  Moab 
many  days,  because  Chemosh  was  angry  with  his  [hind].  |  ^  And  his  son  suc- 
ceeded him.  and  he  alyo  said,  "1  will  afflict  Moab."  |  In  my  days  he  spake  thus, 
"^  And  1  looked  on  him  and  on  his  house,  |  and  Israel  kept  continually  perishing. 
And  Omri  held  possession  of  the  land  (?)  of  '*Medeba.  And  there  dwelt  in  it 
[Ornri  and  his  son  and  his  grand-]  son  forty  years.  [But]  ''Chemosh  [restored] 
it  in  my  days.  |  And  1  built  Haal-Meon  and  I  made  m  it .     And  1 

i besieged]  (?)  '"Kirjathaim.  |  And  the  men  of  Gad  had  dwelt  of  old  in  the  land 
of  Kirjathaim].  And  the  Kuig  of  Israel  built  "for  him  [Kirjathaim].  |  And  I 
fought  against  tlie  city  and  took  it.  |  And  I  slew  all  the  [men  of]  '*the  city,  a 
spectacle .  to  Chemosh  and  to  Moab.  |  And  I  brought  back  from  thence  the 
[altar  of  Jehovah,  and    '-^put]  it  before  Chemosh  in  Kerioth.  |  And  I  caused  to 

dwell  therein  the  men  of  Shiran ;  and  the  men  of ^^  Sharath.  |  And  Chemosh 

said  to  me,  "Go  and  take  Nebo  from  Israel."  |  [And  I ]     '^went  in  the  night 

and  1  fought  against  it  from  the  overspreading  of  the  dawn  till  noon.  |  And  I 

[took  it  and  I]  '*  [utterly  destroyed]  it,  and  I  slew  all  of  it  seven  thousand 

'"for  to  Ashtor  Chemosh  had  [I]  devoted  [them];  and  I  took  from  thence  "*the 
vesselsof  Jehovah,  and  I  presented  them  before  Chemosh.  |  And  the  King  of  Israel 
[built]  '*  Jahaz  and  dwelt  in  it  while  he  was  fighting  agaiinst  me.  |  And  Chemosh 
drove  him  from  [before  me.  '''•And]  I  took  from  Moab  200  men,  all  told;  |  and  1 
attsicked  (?)  Jahaz  and  took  it,  ■^'  adding  it  to  Dibon.  |  I  built  Karhah.  the  wall  of  the 
forests  and  the  wall  of  -^  the  hill  (Ophel).  |  And  I  built  its  gates  and  I  built  its 
towers.  I  and  "  I  made  a  royal  palace,  and  I  made  resen'oirs  for  the  collection  of 
the  waters  in  the  midst  of  the  city.  |  *••  And  there  was  no  cistern  in  the  midst  of 
the  city  in  Karhah;  and  I  paid  to  all  the  people,  "Make  **for  you  each  a  cistern 
in  his  house."  And  I  dug  ditches  (?)  for  Karhah  in  [the  road  to]  ^'^  Israel.  |  I 
built  [A]roer,  and  I  made  the  high  way  to  Amon.  I  built  ''^"  Beth-Bamoth,  for  it 
was  ruined,  |  and  I  built  Bozrali,  for  it  was  deserted.  And  I  ***  set  in  Dibon  gar- 
risons (?) ;  for  all  Dibon  was  submissive.  |  And  I  filled  (?) ^  in  the  cities  which 

I  added  to  the  land.  |  And  I  built and     **  the  temple  of  Diblathaim,  |  and  the 

temple  of  Baal- M  eon,  and  I  raised  up  there ^' the  land.  |  And  there 

dwelt  in  Honoraim -^^  Chemosh  said  to  me,  "Go,  fight  against  Honoraim."  | 

And  I    '^ Chemosh  in  my  days    ....***        *        *        *        * 

*        *        *        *        * 

Mr.  Wanl  explained  that  in  most  points  he  agrees  with  eitlier  Ganneau,  Schlott- 
mann,  Derenbourpr,  Noldeke,  or  Neubouer  in  their  versions  and  corrections  of  the 
defective  text.  He  drew,  however,  more  especial  attention  to  certain  matters  with 
regard  to  which  lie  differed  from  previous  commentators.  The  latter  have  made 
the  perpendicular  stroke  near  the  end  of  the  third  line  a  mark  of  division  between 
tlie  sentences.     This  it  cannot  be,  as  the  dot  which  divides  the  words  also  appears 
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here,  and  in  no  other  caao  are  both  found  together.  The  Btroke  can  be  either  ^  or 
p,  and  is  no  doubt  the  former.  This  puts  a  repetition  of  nna  out  of  the  question. 
The  reading  suggested,  p  8^[^  rw  nla\  seems  plausible.  The  doubtful  character  at 
the  beginning  of  the  eighth  line  must  be  either  p  or  p.  The  feimnine  form  rij?p3  is 
often  used  for  plain^  which  is  just  what  we  want  The  masculine  is  put  in  the 
text  Still  in  Capt  Warren's  impression  the  letter  looks  more  like  f,  which  would 
allow  f  ">K.  The  suggested  emendations  for  the  end  of  the  fifteenth  and  the  beginning 
of  the  sixteenth  line,  and  for  the  seventeenth  Hue,  are  new.  The  /dc-simHe  of  Gan- 
neau  seems  to  show  in  line  twenty-three  a  flaw  in  the  stone.  The  fact  that  the 
letters  as  they  stand  hardly  make  sense  is  an  indication  that  the  flaw  did  not  exist 
when  the  inscription  was  made,  in  which  case  the  scribe  would  have  continued  the 
unfinislied  word  on  the  other  side  of  the  flaw,  as  is  the  case  in  the  ninth  hne  of  the 
great  Sidonian  inscription  of  king  Eshmunezer.  But  the  letters  which  we  have, 
piTKn  >i^D,  cannot  be  translated,  the  last  word  being  neither  plural  of  pk,  *  man,'  nor 
anything  else  imaginable.  Schlottmanu  and  others  have  suggested  [nilcK,  'ou^ 
pouring '  This  word  and  its  mascuUne  form  are  only  used  in  the  Bible  in  connec- 
tion with  the  geography  of  the  region  of  Moab,  and  o^bnn  ttn  of  the  old  song  of 
which  we  have  a  fragment  in  Num.  xxi.  15  compares  well  witli  the  pDntiTKor 
I'cn  itt'K,  which  even  may  be  preferable,  which  I  would  suggest.  Such  expressions 
as  "troughs  of  the  waters,"  Gen.  xxx.  38,  "brook  of  the  waters,"  2  Sam.  xvii.  20, 
"well  of  the  waters,"  "  well"  or  "fountain  of  waters,"  "storm  of  waters,"  Hab. 
iii.  1 0,  are  frequent  in  the  Bible.  The  third  woi  d  in  the  eighteeutli  line  J  read 
ana'V**^  fr«nn  Capt.  Warren's  photographs,  which  he  has  misread.  The  first  word 
in  the  twenty-second  line  is  read  from  the  photographs  as  'ycpn,  giving  us  exactly 
the  bibliciil  phrtse  "wall  of  Ophel." 

The  language  of  the  inscription  is  almost  pure  Hebrew,  but  with  an  approach 
toward  the  southern  Semitic  tongues.  Tliis  appears  in  the  comparative  scarcity  of 
quiescent  letters,  in  the  plural  in  Nun,  and  especially  in  the  Hiphlael  conjunction, 
onnVi,  which  has  its  correspondences  in  Arabic,  Kthiopic,  and  Assyrian.  Another 
evident  example  of  this  is  the  use  of  verbs  i"*7  instead  of  n"V.  Thus  we  have  v?k 
and  \Jr  for  ruj?K  and  rujT-  In  these  cases  Noldeke  assumes  that  the  final  i  is  a 
personal  suffix,  and  that  thus  a  double  object  is  expressed,  as  is  common  in  Syriac. 
But  the  language  ?how8  little  assimilation  to  Aramaic  peculiarities,  and  it  is  more 
probable  that  the  root  is  preserved  in  these  forms  in  a  more  archaic  shape  tlian  in 
Hebrew. 

The  form  of  the  characters  proves  the  correctness  of  de  Vogiie's  assertion  tliat 
the  oldest  Oanaauite  alphabet  was  distinguished  by  its  sharp  angles.  Among  the 
more  interesting  forms  are  the  n,  which  is  for  the  first  time  found  as  a  simple  tri- 
angle, like  the  Greek  A;  d.  whicli  we  first  find  here  as  a  perpendicular  crossed  by 
three  horizontal  lines,  wliich  suggest  the  Greek  S;  \  which  suggests  the  Greek  T; 
p,  which  is  precisely  the  Greek  Kappa;  and  n,  which  is  an  oblique  cross,  or  X. 

The  separation  of  words  is  found  in  some  other  very  ancient  inscriptions,  as  in 
the  second  insc;  iption  of  Citiura,  that  of  Tucca,  and  two  others. 

The  laeima  \\\  tlie  eighth  line  is  very  unfortunate,  as  it  leaves  the  chronology  in 
some  doubt.  Schlottmanu  is  certainly  wrong  in  supposing  it  possible  to  make  forty 
years  out  of  the  Bible  chronology  of  the  reigns  of  Omri,  Ahab,  and  Ahaziah,  which 
occupied  cmly  thirty-one  years.  If  these  scriptural  figures  are  correct,  and  they 
appear  to  be,  it  must  be  supposed  either  that  Omri  began  to  afflict  Moab  before  he 
became  king  while  general  of  Baa.sha's  army,  or  that  the  successes  of  Mesha  occur- 
red after  the  campfvigns  mentioned  in  Scripture,  and  during  the  latter  years  of  Je- 
horam.  The  "  roimd  number,"  which  Noldeke,  SclUottmaun,  and  others  have  sug- 
gested, would  have  been  thirty  instead  o^ forty,  if  this  campaign  be  referred  to  the 
first  rebellion  of  Mesha — even  if  a  round  number  is  assumable  on  such  a  monument 

3.  Remarks  on  the  Discovery  of  a  second  "  liosetta  Stone,"  at 
Tanis  in  Lower  Egypt,  by  Hon.  J.  D.  Jialdwin,  of  Worcester. 

In  this  very  brief  paper,  Mr.  Baldwin  called  attention  once  more  to  the  inscrip- 
tion of  Tanis,  brought  to  light  by  Ijepsius  in  1866,  and  published  as  a  "bilingual 
decree  "  in  the  same  year,  the  existence  of  its  third,  or  Demotic,  text  being  not 
then  known.  He  r.M.l  I'roni  a  letter  received  by  him  from  Lepsius,  to  th^  effect 
that  "  the  original  is  now  in  the  Museum  of  Bulaq.     Its  complete  disinterment, 
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which  I  was  not  able  to  effect,  brought  to  light  the  demotic  text  on  the  edge  of  the 
stone.  Each  character,  and  the  whole  inscription,  is  completely  preserved ;  and  it 
is  therefore  far  superior  to  the  Rosetta  inscription,  of  which,  as  is  well  known,  a 
large  part,  especially  of  the  hieroglyphic  inscription,  is  broken  off.  For  tliis  reason, 
the  Decree  of  Canopus  is  peculiarly  adapted  to  aid  the  beginning  of  hieroglyphical 
studies.  Ihavo  not  yet  prepared  the  second  part  of  the  publication,  because  the 
demotic  text  is  not  yet  made  public. '' 

4.  On  the  Golden  Rule  in  the  Chinese  Classics,  by  Mr.  Ezra 
Abbot,  of  Cambridge,  Mass. 

After  referring  to  an  example  of  the  golden  rule  in  a  negative  form  in  the  Book 
of  Tobit  (iv.l5),  and  to  the  story  of  the  great  Jewisli  Rabbi  Hillel — who,  when 
asked  by  a  Gentile  to  teach  him  the  whole  Law  while  he  stood  on  one  foot, 
replied,  '*  What  thou  hatest  thyself,  do  not  thou  to  another:  this  is  the  whole  Law ; 
all  the  rest  is  only  commentary  " — Mr.  Abbot  remarked  that  it  was  well  known 
that  the  golden  rule  occurs  in  this  negative  form  among  the  maxims  of  Confucius, 
but  that  it  had  been  often  asserted  that  it  was  nowhere  given  by  him  as  a  positive 
precept.  As  the  result,  however,  of  such  an  investigation  of  this  point  as  he  had 
been  able  to  make  without  a  knowledge  of  the  Chinese  language,  he  had  been  led 
to  a  different  conch.sion.  The  principal  passages  bearing  on  this  subject  are  to  be 
found  in  the  Lun  Yu  (a  sort  of  Memaralnlia  of  Confucius—designated  as  "  Confucian 
Analects  "  in  Legge's  translation),  Book  iv.,  c.  15,  §2 ;  v.ll ;  xii.2;  xv.2.'i ;  the  Chung 
Yung  ("  Doctrine  of  the  Mean,"  i.  e.  the  golden  mean),  ch.  xiii.,  §3 ;  and  the  Works 
of  Mencius,  Book  vii.,  c.  4,  §3.  W^ith  these  passages  may  be  also  compared  ch.  ix.,  §4 
and  ch.  x.  of  the  Ta  Ilio,  or  ''  Great  Study,"  where  the  duties  of  rulers  are  spoken 
of  In  the  Lun  Yu  v.ll  and  xii.2  the  maxim  appears  only  in  the  negative  form, 
"not  to  do  to  others  what  you  would  not  wish  done  to  yourself" — in  the  latter 
passage  as  one  of  the  characteristics  of  "  perfect  virtue."  But  the  point  to  which 
Mr.  Abbot  called  special  attention  was  the  fact  that  the  Chinese  appear  to  have  in 
their  language  a  single  word  whicli  distinctly  expresses  the  duty  of  doing  to  others 
as  we  would  have  them  do  to  us;  involving  the  notion,  not  merely  of  abstaining 
from  injury  to  our  fellow-men,  but  of  active  sympathy  and  benevolence.  This 
word  occurs  in  a  remarkable  passage  in  the  Lun  Yu  (iv.l5,  §2),  in  which  the 
whole  moral  doctrine  of  Confucius  is  summed  up  in  two  terms — chung  and  shtij 
translated  by  Pauthier  (Confucius  et  Mencius,  Paris,  1858,  p.  122)  'avoir  la  droituro 
du  ooeur"  (chung),  and  'aimer  son  prochain  comme  soi-meme  '  (shii).  lie  remarks 
in  a  note,  "  On  croira  difficilement  que  notre  traduction  soit  exacte;  cependant  nous 
ne  pensons  pas  que  Ton  puisse  en  faire  une  plus  fiddle."  Legge  renders  the  words 
somewhat  more  vaguely — "to  be  true  to  the  'principles  of  our  nature  and  the 
benevolent  exercise  of  them  to  others"  (Chinese  Classics,  I.,  p.  34).  Collie  (The 
Four  Books,  Malacca,  1828)  translates  them  'consummate  faithfulness  and  benevo- 
lence,' observing  in  a  note,  apparently  by  way  of  fuller  explanation  of  the  force  of 
the  Cliinese  words,  "To  perform  our  duty  to  tlie  utmost,  is  faithfulness — to  do  to 
others  as  we  wish  them  to  do  to  us,  is  benevolence."  The  character  for  the 
second  word  here  used,  shu,  is  compounded  of  the  61  st  radical,  sin,  'heart,' 
and  juj  'as,  like,'  and  it  would  seem  from  tlie  Lexicons  that  a  kind  regard  for 
the  feelings  of  others,  a  practical  recognition  of  the  fact  that  their  hearts  are  like 
our  own,  belongs  to  the  primary  and  essential  meaning  of  the  term.  Thus  it  is 
defined  by  De  Guignes,  or  rather  Glemona  (Diet,  chinois.  No.  2823),  '  misericors, 
alios  sicut  se  ipsum  tracture;' — ^by  Morrison  (Chinese  Diet,  No.  9343),  'benevolent; 
....  considerate;  ....  to  treat  others  as  one  would  like  one's  self;' — by  Medhurst, 
'  to  excuse,  to  feel  for  others  as  we  do  for  ourselves,  to  do  as  we  would  be  done  by, 
to  be  kind,  sympathetic,  indulgent'  (Chmese  Diet,  Batavia,  1842;  and  similarly  in 
his  Diet  of  the  Hok-ke<*n  Dialect,  p.  569) ; — by  S.  Wells  Williams,  *  benevolent ; 
....  merciful,  treating  others  as  one  wishes  to  be  treated,  s}Tnpatliizing '  (Tonic 
Diet  of  the  Chin.  Lang,  in  the  Canton  Dialect,  1856,  pp.  453,  454); — by  Legge, 
*  the  principle  of  reciprocity,  making  our  own  feelings  the  rule  for  dealings  witli 
others '  (Glossary  in  his  Chinese  Classics,  I.  336,  col.  2,  and  similarly  II.  434,  col.  2); 
'the  judging  of  others  by  ourselves  and  acting  accordingly'  (Note  on  Mencius  vii. 
4,  §3,  Chin.  Classics,  U.  327).  The  translation  of  Pauthier  in  one  passage  has 
already  been  given;  in  another  (Chung  Yung,  xiii  3)  he  renders  ihe  word,  'qui 
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porte  aiix  autres  les  m<?nie8  sentimcna  qu'il  a  pour  lui-int»me,'  and  again,  'af?ir  envers 
les  autres  comine  on  voudrait  les  voir  agir  envers  nous '  (Mencius,  vii.  4).  Further, 
according  to  Pauthier.  "Le  Chout*-wen  [the  oldest  Chinese  dictionary,  belougmg 
to  the  first  century]  definit  ce  caractere  par  celui  de  /m,  'humanite,  amour  du 
prochain.'  Le  Cominentaire  de  cet  ancien  Dictionnaire  ajoute:  'Celui  qui  est 
huniain,  bienveillant  envers  les  autres,  doit  etre  d  leurs  regards  comma  il  voudrait 
que  I'on  fflt  envers  lui,  et  agir  ensuite  couformeraent  a  ces  principos.' "  (Lo  7b  Hio^ 
Paris,  1837,  pp.  6G,  67,  note.) 

Prom  these  statements  and  definitions  Mr.  Abbot  drew  the  inference  that  the 
word  ahd^  which  in  four  of  the  passages  of  the  Chinese  Classics  referred  to  above 
is  used  either  alone  {Lun  Tu,  xv.23;  Mencius,  vii.4,  §.S)  or  with  chung,  'faithful- 
ness, sincerity,  uprightness'  (lAin  Yu,  iv.l5,  §2  ;  Chung  Yung,  xiii.3),  to  express  the 
sum  of  moral  duty  in  reference  to  others,  must  be  regarded  as  not  merely  a  precept 
to  abstain  from  acts  of  wrong-doing,  but  as  enjoining  the  exercise  of  active  benevo- 
lence, according  to  the  measure  of  the  golden  rule. 

To  the  objection  to  this  view,  tliat  in  two  of  these  examples  {Lun  1 «,  xv.23 ;  and 
Chung  Yung,  xiii.3)  the  word  shii  is  expUiined  and  restricted  by  the  negative  pre- 
cept which  immediately  follows,  ''Do  not  to  others"  etc,  it  was  replied  that  tliis 
negative  precept  may  be  regarded  merel}'  as  an  application  of  the  principle  expressed 
by  the  word  sfni.  put  in  the  form  of  a  prohibition  beciuise  so  often  viohited  by 
positive  acts  of  injury  to  others ;  but  that  such  an  app  ication  afforded  no  ground 
for  supposing  that  Confucius  intended  to  confine  the  duty  signified  by  this  word  to 
mere  abstinence  from  wrong-doing;  on  the  contrary,  we  find  in  ihe  Chung  Yung, 
xiil4,  immediately  after  tlie  negative  precept,  four  distinctly  positive  applications 
of  the  principle,  so  that  even  Legge  admits  that  here  ''  we  have  the  rule  virtually 
in  its  positive  form" — that  Confucius  "rises  for  a  moment  to  the  full  apprehension 
of  it,  and  recognizes  the  duty  of  taking  the  initiative  "  (Chinese  Classics,  Prolegom. 
to  vol.  i.,  p.  49;  to  vol.  ii.,  p.  123). 

It  was  remarked,  however,  by  Mr.  Abbot,  that,  though  we  appear  to  have  found 
the  golden  rule  in  Confucius  in  something  more  than  a  merely  negative  form,  he 
did  not  rise  to  the  sublime  height  of  the  Christian  principle  of  reluming  good  for 
evil.  According  to  the  Lun  Yu  (Book  xiv.,  c.  30),  some  one  asked  Confucius, 
"  *  What  do  you  say  concerning  the  principle  that  injury  should  bo  recompensed 
with  kindness?'  The  Master  said,  '  With  what  then  will  you  reconij>en8e  kindness? 
Recompense  injury  with  justice,  and  recompense  kindness  with  kindness.'" 
/Leggo's  Chinese  Classics,  i.l52.) 

5.  On  the  Byzantine  Pronunciation  of  (ireek  in  the  Tenth  Cen- 
tury, as  iUustrated  by  a  MS.  in  the  l^odleian  Library,  by  Prof.  J. 
Iladley,  of  New  Haven. 

The  manuscript  referred  to  consist^s  of  a  few  leaves,  containing  passages  from  the 
Greek  text  of  the  Septuagint,  written  in  Anglo-Saxon  characters.  They  are  found 
in  a  co<lex  made  up  of  various  pieces,  which  was  described  by  II.  Wanley  in  the 
second  volume  of  Ilickes's  Thesaurus,  published  in  1705.  II ickes  himself  in  his 
preface  called  attention  to  the  transliterations  of  the  Septuagint,  and  gave  some 
specimens,  twenty-fivo  verses  in  all.  These  specimens  have  been  reprinted  in  a 
corrected  form  by  Mr.  A.  J.  Kllis,  in  the  first  vohune  of  his  '*  Early  Knghsh  Pronun- 
ciation "  (pp.  516-527),  where  they  are  used  to  throw  light  on  the  sounds  of  the 
Anglo-Saxon.  They  throw  light  also  on  the  current  Greek  pronunciation  of  the  time 
when  tliey  were  written.  Mr.  G.  Waring,  writing  to  Mr.  Ellis,  refers  them  to  the 
latter  part  of  the  tenth  century:  they  arose,  he  thinks,  from  the  coinnnmication  of 
Greeks  and  English  at  tlie  court  of  Otho  II.  of  Germany,  whose  wife  wan  Greek  and 
whose  mother  English.  The  proof  is  not  strong ;  but  the  manuscript  is  probably  not 
more  recent  than  that  date. 

That  the  scribe  aimed  to  represent  the  pronunciation,  is  shown  especially  by  his 
treatment  of  of,  of  the  rough  breathing,  of  a/,  and  of  ^.  He  is  generally  independ- 
ent of  the  Latin  transliteration,  though  occjisionally  influenced  by  it:  thus  oi  is 
never  represented  by  ie;  the  rough  breathing  is  represented  (by  h)  only  six  tiroes 
out  of  seventy-nine;  ai  by  cb  only  eleven  times  out  of  eighty-eight;  ^  by  ph  only 
twice  out  of  fifteen  times.  Inconsistencies  and  inaccuracies  are  frequent;  but  the 
scribe  has  his  system,  which  he  generally  adheres  to.     Only  as  to  jy,  he  vacillates 
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between  e  and  i,  using  i  fifty-five  times  and  e  sixty-two:  the  same  word  is  written 
now  with  t  and  again  with  i;  variations  are  sometimes  found  in  the  same  line.  To 
account  for  this  vacillation  by  the  influence  of  the  Latin  orthography  is  contrary  to 
the  analogy  of  the  manuscript  It  shows  that  r)  had  a  sound  intermediate  between 
Anglo-Saxon  «  and  «,  closer  than  the  first,  but  less  close  than  the  second,  nearly  the 
same  as  (or  perhaps  a  little  closer  than)  the  vowel-sound  of  Eng.  ih^y  ail. 

That  the  scribe  always  writes  v  as  y,  never  confounding  it  with  t,  shows  that  v 
still  retained  its  old  (not  oldest)  sound,  that  of  Frencli  t*  and  German  ii.  The  diph- 
thong ot  he  regularly  gives  in  the  same  way,  as  y.  That  oi  had  this  sound  as  far 
back  as  the  fourth  century  has  been  shown  by  R.  F.  A.  Schmidt  (Beitrage  zur  Ge- 
schichte  der  Grammatik,  pp.  73  ff.),  who  explains  the  name  i'  V'PuJv  as  meaning 
*  simple  V '  in  distinction  from  the  diphthong  (oi)  of  the  same  sound.  The  similar 
name  i  tlti?^  is  opposed  to  the  diphthong  ai,  which  in  this  manuscript  is  regularly 
confounded  with  e,  both  being  written  as  e. 

The  diphthongs  av,  ev  (sounded  in  modem  Greek  as  af.  e/,  before  surds,  and  av, 
ev,  before  sonants)  are  written  here  as  au,  ew,  which  shows  at  least  that  they  did 
not  then  have  the  sounds  o/  ef.  The  modem  Greek  sounds  of  ftir  as  mb,  vr  as  nd^ 
yK  as  ng,  find  no  support  here,  where  these  combinations  are  written  mp,  nt,  nCj 
respectively.  The  middle  mutes  (/3,  y,  6)  are  written  b,  g,  d;  but  there  is  room  to 
doubt  whether  the  scribe  would  liave  written  differently,  even  if  he  heard  the  spi- 
rant sounds  which  the  modem  Greek  gives  to  these  letters. 

In  conclusion,  Prof.  Hadley  remarked  how  widely  the  pronunciation  indicated  in 
this  manuscript  was  stiU  removed  from  that  of  the  modem  Greeks.  The  leading 
peculiarity  of  the  modem  pronunciation,  the  iiacism  which  confounds  ^  v,  ^,  ei,  y, 
ot,  VI,  in  one  vowel  sound,  extends  as  yet  only  to  the  ei;  the  other  five  (v,  r^,  9,  01, 
v:)  were  still  more  or  less  different  in  sound  from  t. 

It  was  observed  also  that  the  codex  in  which  this  manuscript  is  found  contains 
three  other  pieces  remarkable  for  the  Welsh  glosses  which  they  show ;  glosses 
wliich  Zeuss.  in  his  Grammatica  Celtica,  regards  as  the  oldest  monuments  of  the 
Welsh  language,  referring  them  to  the  close  of  the  eighth  or  opening  of  the  ninth 
century  Possibly,  these  transliterations  of  the  Septuagint  may  have  been  written 
by  a  Welsh  hand.  But  that  supposition  would  require  little  change  in  the  infer- 
ences before  drawn  from  the  manuscript. 

In  remarking  upon  this  paper,  Dr.  Abbot  referred  to  another  transliterated  Greek 
text,  the  Codex  Veronensis,  publislied  by  Bianchini  as  an  appendix  to  his  Yindiciae 
Oanoiiicarum  Scripturamm,  Romae,  1740,  fol.  It  contains  the  Greek  text  of  the 
Psalms  written  in  Latin  characters,  with  the  Old  Latin  version,  in  parallel  columns. 
He  spoke  also  of  the  confusion  of  ai  and  e  in  manuscripts  of  the  New  Testament 

Prof.  Goodwin  observed  that  critics  had  been  ready  to  assume  a  confusion 
of  ei  and  y  in  the  manuscripts  of  classical  authors.  Accordingly  they  had  given 
indicatives  or  subjunctives  in  many  places  according  to  their  ideas  of  Greek  idiom, 
with  little  regard  to  manuscript  authority.  He  had  himself  inspected  the  two  Ve- 
netian MSS.  of  Aristophanes  and  ten  Paris  MSS.  of  that  author,  to  obtain  data  for 
deciding  the  question  of  oh  ^fj  in  prohibition  with  the  future  indicative  or  the  sub- 
junctive. ^  In  all  the  passages  of  the  Clouds  and  the  Frogs  which  show  this  con- 
stmctioii,  he  had  found  a  great  preponderance  of  manuscript  authority  for  the  sub- 
junctive. That  the  copyists  did  not  in  these  cases  confound  et  and  17  was  evident 
from  the  fact  that  they  rarely  confound  them  where  only  one  can  be  right.  He 
regarded  this  as  a  further  proof  that  the  two  diphthongs  were  not  sounded  alike 
until  a  pretty  late  period. 

6.  On  Institutions  of  Western  Learning  in  the  East,  by  Prof.  D. 
C.  GilniJin,  of  New  Hayen. 

Prof  Gilnian  had  gathered,  and  laid  before  the  Society,  from  private  letters  to 
himself  and  others,  newspaper  notices,  published  reports,  and  so  on,  the  most  receni 
intelligence  obtainable  respecting  the  Robert  College  near  Constantinople,  the 
Syrian  College  at  Beimt,  a  proposed  institution  of  a  like  character  at  Jaffna  in 
Ceylon,  and  the  school  of  westem  science  and  literature  in  Peking.  The  first  has 
been  temporarily  established  for  some  time  at  Bebek,  but  is  about  removing  to  its 
own  grounds  at  Roumelie  Hissar.  on  the  Bosphorus,  where  the  comer-stone  of  its 
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new  building  was  laid  last  Julj.  Its  buildings,  apparatus,  etc.,  being  finished,  it  is 
intended  to  meet  its  own  running  expenses  by  the  income  from  students. 

The  Beirut  College  has  five  or  six  professors,  and  about  seventy-five  students. 
Its  funds  and  property  are  near  $150,000 ;  it  has  recently  succeeded  in  securing  an 
eligible  location  in  the  western  part  of  the  city.  To  its  medical  department,  to 
which  belong  about  a  half  of  the  students,  are  attached  a  hospital  and  ophthalmic 
institution,  which  are  crowded  with  interesting  cases,  and  in  every  way  exceed- 
ingly successful. 

The  pbin  for  a  College  at  Jaffna  is  set  on  foot  by  the  native  community  there, 
who  propose  to  raise  in  Ceylon  a  sum  sufficient  to  endow  the  native  professorships 
and  meet  the  ordinary  expenses,  appealing  to  America  for  a  furtlier  sum  of  $50,000, 
to  support  an  American  luad  and  manager  for  the  institution,  procure  apparatus, 
and  die  like. 

Respecting  the  Peking  College,  the  most  interesting  information  was  contained 
in  a  private  letter  from  Dr.  Martin  to  Prof.  Oilman,  from  which  extracts  are  here 
given: 

". .  . .  Our  embryo  University,  launched  three  years  ago  under  the  patronage  of 
Prince  Kung,  and  favored  with  something  like  an  imperial  charter,  created  a  panic 
in  the  ranks  of  the  orthodox  Confucianists,  who  assaUed  it  with  every  available 
weapon.  The  call  issued  by  imperial  command  for  graduates  of  the  native  schools 
to  come  forward  as  candidates  for  scholarships  was  denounced  as  a  national  humil- 
iation ;  and  one  of  the  Censors,  in  an  address  to  the  throne,  charged  the  prevalence 
of  a  severe  dearth  in  the  northern  provinces  on  the  heresy  of  establishing  such  a 
school,  and  prayed  that  it  might  be  abolished  without  delay.  These  are  but  speci- 
mens of  the  multiform  opposition  which  it  has  had  to  encounter  from  Chinese  con- 
servatism. Then  came  the  ignorance  of  the  Chinese  language  on  the  part  of  the 
new  .professors,  and  the  unfortunate  attempt  to  compel  the  students  to  acquire  all 
their  science  through  the  medium  of  English  and  French.  Some  of  the  students, 
possessing  high  degrees  and  finished  scholarship  according  to  the  native  standard, 
were  not  less  thnn  forty  or  fifty  years  of  age.  As  might  have  been  anticipated, 
they  failed  utterly  to  acquire  the  first  rudiments  of  a  foreign  tongue,  and  twenty  of 
them  were  dismissed  at  one  time.  The  mandarins  were  disheartened  at  the  pros- 
pect, and  threatened  to  disband  the  institution  altogether,  or  rather  to  degrade  it 
from  the  position  of  a  seminary  of  science,  the  future  pharos  of  the  empire,  to  the 
condition  of  a  small  school,  for  the  training  of  interpreters  in  foreign  languages. 

*'This  was  the  posture  of  affairs  which  hnstened  last  year  my  return  from 
America  to  China  by  the  shortest  route.  On  arriving.  I  found  the  newspapers  filled 
with  accounts  of  tlie  ''  faUure  of  the  Peking  college,"  and  almost  abandoned  the 
hope  which  till  then  I  had  cherished  of  doing  something  to  revive  it 

"  Contrary  to  my  expectations,  the  mandarins  met  me  with  great  cordiality,  and 
assured  me  that  they  were  now  ready  to  take  in  fresh  scholars  and  to  prosecute 
the  enterprise  with  renewed  energy.  At  the  instance  of  Mr.  Hart,  inspector- 
general  of  maritime  customs  (the  orig^al  projector  and  hitherto  de  facto  director  of 
the  institution),  its  conduct  was  formally  committed  to  my  hands  by  Prince  Kung 
and  his  counsellors.     I  enclose  an  extract  from  their  despatch." 

Dr.  Martin  goes  on  to  describe  the  ceremony  of  his  iustallation,  consisting  of  a 
public  dinner  at  the  Board  of  Foreign  Affairs,  the  salutation  of  their  new  head  on 
the  part  of  the  students  (forty  in  number,  and  divided  into  four  classes — English, 
French,  Russian,  and  mathematical),  and  an  inaugural  address ;  and  continues, 
•  "  Our  externals  are  little  like  those  of  a  western  institution  of  learning.  Our 
grounds  are  unadorned  by  a  single  tree ;  and  our  buildings,  six  in  number,  though 
neat,  and  altogether  acceptable  to  Chinese  taste,  are  only  one  story  in  height 
There  are  three  professors  of  foreign  languages,  thre^of  Chinese,  one  of  chemistry, 
and  one  of  mathematics ;  while  the  chair  of  political  asonomy  and  international  law 
belongs  to  me,  as  heretofore.  Our  faculty,  you  perceive,  is  very  incomplete;  and 
it  is  not  unlikely  that,  as  soon  as  we  get  our  machinery  into  running  order,  we  shall 
apply  to  America  for  more  experts  in  science. 

*'  Our  students  are  few,  and  not  likely  for  a  long  time  to  count  more  than  a 
hundred,  even  if  they  reach  that  number.  But  their  selection  from  the  ranks  of 
the  native  scholars,  the  fact  that  they  are  all  in  training  for  the  service  of  the  gov- 
ernment, and  especially  that  they  are  the  first  students  in  modem  times  who  have 
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been  appointed  by  the  emperor  to  pursue  the  study  of  science,  conspire  to  give 
them  something  more  than  their  numerical  value. 

"  Unlike  the  University  of  Cairo,  we  are  free  to  teach  modem  science  without 
restraint;  but  we  are  not  at  liberty  to  introduce  any  form  of  religion.  Still,  the 
institution  must  prove  auxiliary  to  the  cause  of  religious  reform,  by  helping  to 
undermine  the  foundations  of  superstition  in  high  places. 

"  This  embryo  University,  as  I  call  it,  is  certainly  very  inadequate  to  the  wants 
of  the  country,  but  it  shows  that  the  Chinese  themselves  are  beginning  to  feel  those 
wants.  They  are  not  chafing  with  impatience  to  enter  into  competition  with 
western  nations,  but  they  are  beginning  to  be  ashamed  at  finding  themselves  in 
the  rear  of  other  countries." 

The  Rev.  Mr.  Sanders,  of  Ceylon,  charged  with  presenting  in 
this  country  the  cause  of  the  Jaffna  College,  being  present,  made 
some  additional  statements  respecting  its  needs  and  plans,  which 
were  approved  and  urged  by  the  Secretaries  of  the  American 
Board,  and  other  members  of  the  Society,  who  heard  them. 

7.  On  Comparative  Grammars,  by  Prof.  W.  D.  Whitney,  of  New 
Haven. 

This  communication  was  a  summary  description  and  criticism  of  the  works  on 
Indo-European  comparative  grammar  which  lay  now  before  the  English  public,  and 
especially  of  two  or  three  which  had  been  recently  published.    He  first  referred 
very  briefly  to  Bopp's  master  work,  the  editions  it  had  gone  through  and  the  trans- 
lations that  had  been  made  of  it.  speaking  especially  of  the  one  now  appearing  (and 
nearly  completed)  in  French  under  the  care  of  M.  Breal,  and  enriched  by  him  with 
vuluable  prefaces ;  also  to  SchleicherV  "  Compendium,"  of  which  a  properly  executed 
translation  into  English  is  much  to  be  desired.     These  two  great  and  comprehensive 
works,  along  with  such  more  special  treatises  as  Leo  Meyer's  comparative  grammar 
of  Greek  and  Latin,  Curtius's  Greek  Etymologies,  and  Corssen's  I^atin  Pronuncia- 
tion, are  the  storehouses  whence  have  been  recently  drawn  several  works  of  a 
lighter  character,  intended  as  introductions  to  the  study.    A  Rev.  Mr    Clark  put 
forth  in  London,  as  long  ago  as  1862,  a  brief  volume  (12mo)  on  the  comparison 
of  the  two  Aryan,  the  two  classical  and  some  of  the  more  important  Germanic 
tonguea    It  repels  the  student  at  the  outset  by  a  great  blunder — the  separation  of 
the  High-German  from  the  rest  of  the  Grermanic,  as  an  independent  primary  branch 
of  the  Indo-European  family ;  while,  as  if  to  preserve  the  old  number  of  seven 
branches,  the  Greek  and  Latin  ai  e  nui  together  into  one — and,  though  it  may  be 
found  by  some  a  convenient  manual,  it  has  no  independent  authority  or  value. 
More  extended  and  more  pretentious  is  a  comparative  grammar  of  Sanskrit,  Greek, 
and  Latin,  begun  last  year  by  Mr.  W.  H.  Ferrar,  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  and  of 
which  the  second  and  concluding  volume  is  promised  at  the  beginning  of  1872. 
This  work  was  pronounced  defective  in  its  plan,  as  not  including  the  Grermanic 
branch ;  untrue  to  its  plan,  as  introducing  without  apology  an  account  of  the  phe- 
nomena  falling  under  ** Grimm's  Law,"  and  other  irrelevant  matter;  inconvenient 
to  use.  having  neither  table  of  contents,  index,  nor  running  headings;  and  put 
together  by  its  author  without  that  full  mastery  of  its  subject  which  we  have  a 
right  to  expect  and  demand.     A  French  work  of  somewhat  similar  scope  has  been 
begun  by  M.  Baudry  (Paris,  1868),  and  is  to  comprise  three  volumes,  of  which  only 
the  first,  on  Phonetics,  has  appeared.     It  is  less  open  to  unfavorable  criticism  than 
Mr.  Ferrar's,  but  does  not  exhibit  any  striking  ability,  or  real  penetrating  insight 
into  its  subject.    Of  decidedly  higher  character  is  Mr.  John  Peile's  Introduction  to 
Greek  and  Latin  Etymology,  iq  a  series  of  fourteen  lectures.    Than  this,  nothing 
better  has  been  produced  in  the  English  language  upon  its  special  subject.     It  is 
confessedly  founded  upon  the  labors  of  the  great  German  masters  of  the  science, 
but  they  have  been  studied  in  a  free  and  independent  spirit,  and  assimilated ;  and 
Mr.  Peile's  exposition  of  the  subject  is  not  put  together  out  of  their  works,  but  pro- 
duced from  within  himself,  by  a  proper  and  organic  process.    It  is  excellently  well 
adapted  to  its  purpose,  the  introduction  of  classical  scholars  to  the  methods  and 
results  of  modem  scientific  etymology.     The  author  is  less  strong  in  phonetic 
theory  than  in  the  exhibition  of  phonetic  phenomena — as  is  shown,  for  example, 
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by  his  treatment  of  surd  and  sonant  letters,  which  he  styles  "hards  "  and  •'  softs.'' 
and  then  lets  those  names  determine  his  view  of  the  historical  relation  of  the  two 
classes.  His  admission  of  the  increment  of  vowels,  as  being  a  primary  or  organic 
process  of  word-formation  in  Indo-European  speech,  and  having  a  ^'  symbolic  "  sig- 
nificance, was  objected  to;  the  tendency,  it  was  claimed,  of  the  best  linguistic 
science  is  to  the  clearer  recognition  of  those  processes  of  vowel-variation  as  at  first 
euphonic  merely,  though  afterwards  more  or  less  converted  to  the  uses  of  radical  or 
grammatical  distinction. 

.  8.  How  are  the  Traditions  of  the  Earliest  Asjes  of  our  Race  to 
be  studied  ?  by  Prof.  J.  W.  Jenks,  of  Ne\ii;onville,  Mass. 

Prof.  Jenks  claimed  that  we  needed  to  sympathize  with  the  condition  and  char- 
acter of  childhood,  in  order  to  understand  the  formation  of  language,  and  the  other 
features  of  the  development  of  mankind,  in  the  earliest  ages  of  human  history. 

After  the  reading  of  this  paper,  a  vote  of  thanks  was  passed  to 
the  American  Academy  for  the  use  of  its  rooms  for  the  meeting, 
and  the  Society  adjourned,  to  meet  in  New  Haven  in  October  next. 
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The  Society  assembled,  as  notified,  at  New  Haven,  on  Thurs- 
day, Oct.  20th,  at  3  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  the  President  in  the 
chair.  The  minutes  of  the  annual  meeting  in  May  last  were  read 
by  the  Recording  Secretary.  The  Committer  of  Arrangements 
communicated  an  invitation  from  Mr.  Van  Name,  Librarian  of 
Yale  College,  to  a  social  gathering  at  his  house  in  the  evening ; 
which  was,  upon  motion,  accepted  with  thanks. 

From  the  I^irectors,  notice  was  given  that  the  next  meeting 
would  be  held  in  IJoston,  on  the  17th  of  May,  1871,  and  that  Rev. 
Dr.  Anderson,  with  the  Recording  and  Corresponding  Secretaries, 
was  appointed  a  Committee  of  Arrangements  for  it.  Also  the 
names  of  the  following  gentlemen  were  reported,  with  the  recom- 
mendation that  they  be  elected  as  Corporate  Members: — 

Rev.  John  Anderson,  of  Waterbury,  Conn. 
Prof.  John  Avery,  of  Grinnell,  Iowa. 
Prof.  George  F.  Comfort,  of  New  York. 
Mr.  Alexander  Meyrowitz,  do. 

Mr.  Frederick  Stengel,  do. 

Mr.  Edward  C.  Taintor,  of  China. 

The  recommendation  was  adopted,  and  the  gentlemen  elected. 

The  Corresponding  Secretary  read  extracts  from  the  correspon- 
dence of  the  half-year.  In  presenting  notes  of  excuse  from  seve- 
ral gentlemen,  variously  prevented  from  being  present  at  the  meet- 
ing, he  also  took  occasion  to  refer  to  the  unwonted  absence  of 
Prof.  Salisbury,  who  had  recently  gone  to  spend  the  winter,  and 
perhaps  a  longer  time,  in  Europe.  It  was  added,  as  a  fact  inter- 
esting and  important  to  all  students  in  this  department  in  Amer- 
ica, that  Prof  Salisbury  had,  before  leaving,  presented  to  the 
library  of  Yale  College  m  New  Haven  his  whole  collection  of  Ori- 
ental and  philological  books  and  manuscripts,  comprising  several 
thousand  volumes,  many  of  them  of  great  cost  and  value,  and  had 
made  liberal  provision  for  completing  the  collection  by  further 
purchase.  So  large  and  generous  a  gift  had  rarely  been  made  to 
an  American  library,  or  so  rich  a  body  of  material  for  study  in 
this  department  been  thrown  open  at  once  to  the  public. 

A  letter  from  Rev.  James  Summers,  dated  London,  August  5th, 
1870,  speaks  of  a  magazine  for  Chinese  and  Japanese  literature, 
which  he  was  about  commencing  to  publish  in  London,  and  ex- 
presses the  hope  that  both  encouragement  and  assistance  may  be 
obtained  for  it  from  America,  whose  interest  in  the  affairs  of  that 
part  of  the  world  is  so  great,  and  which  has  done  so  much,  by  lit- 
erature and  diplomacy,  to  open  it  to  the  knowledge  of  the  West. 
Mr.  Summers  is  cataloguing  the  Chinese  and  Tibetan  treasures  of 
the  India  Office  library  in  London,  brought  forth  to  light  by  the 
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energy  of  the  late  librarian,  Prof.  Fitz-Edward  HalL  The  first 
two  numbers  of  the  magazine  referred  to,  the  "  Phoenix,"  more 
recently  received,  were  exhibited  to  the  members  present  and  ex- 
aminee! by  them. 

Letters  from  Rev.  Mr.  Ward,  of  New  York,  announce  a  dona- 
tion made  through  him  to  the  Society's  collections,  by  the  Pales- 
tine Exploration  Fund  Society  of  London,  of  a  set  or  the  full-size 
Ehotographs  of  the  impressions  in  soft  paper  taken  from  the  Moa- 
ite  inscription-stone  of  King  Mesha,  and  of  plaster  casts  of  a 
number  of  the  smaller  fragments  of  the  stone,  colored  in  close  imi- 
tation of  the  original.  The  photographs  and  casts  were  shown 
and  described  by  Mr.  Ward,  who  was  present;  besides  clearing 
up  one  and  another  point,  of  greater  or  less  consequence,  in  the 
reading,  they  proved  in  a  striking  manner  the  faithfulness  and  skill 
with  which  M.  Ganneau's  first  copies  of  the  inscription  had  been 
made. 

Pro£  J.  W.  Jenks,  of  Newtonville,  Mass.,  sent  a  copy  of  an  en- 
graving, just  made,  of  a  Japanese  "symbolical  seal,  or  armorial 
bearing,  whose  lines  are  legally  established  symbols,  to  be  inter- 
preted, like  those  of  our  heraldic  escutcheons,  according  to  fixed 
rules,  guarded  from  infringement  by  severe  laws." 

Prof  Weber,  of  Berlin,  under  date  of  Sept.  29th,  1870,  writes 
of  the  then  approaching  celebration  (Oct.  2d)  of  the  25-year  anni- 
versary of  the  German  Oriental  Society,  and  of  the  medal  which 
was  to  be  presented,  struck  in  gold,  to  the  first  four  managers  of 
the  Society's  affairs,  Professors  Brockhaus,  Fleischer,  Pott,  and 
Rodiger  (of  whom  three  are  Honorary  Members  of  our  own  Soci- 
ety). A  copy  of  the  medal  in  bronze  was  shown  to  the  members 
present ;  the  obverse  represents  "  a  powerful  male  figure,  as  em- 
blem of  the  ancient  Orient,  resting  upon  a  lion  under  a  palm-tree, 
and  raising  himself  as  if  awaking.  Ilis  face,  unveiled  by  a  Genius, 
he  turns  toward  the  light,  with  which  German  science,  as  a  Ger- 
mania  crowned  with  oak-leaves,  approaches  him."  The  following 
distich  gives  the  simple  meaning  of  the  symbol: 

Liclit  und  lebendiges  Wort  kam  einst  den  Deutschen  vom  Aufgang ; 
Dankend  erstatten  sie  heut',  was  sie  empfangen,  zuriick. 

Prof.  Weber  is  occupied  with  a  ^transliterated)  edition  of  the 
Taittiriya-Sauhita,  of  which  a  consiaerable  part  is  ready  for  the 
press. 

Dr.  John  Muir,  under  date  of  Edinburgh,  June  1st,  1870,  writes: 

"The  fifth  volume  of  my  Original  Sauskrit  Texts  ["Contributions  to  a  knowl- 
edge of  the  cosmogony,  mythology,  religious  ideas,  life  and  manners  of  the  Indians 
in  the  Vedic  Age  "]  is  ready,  and  may,  I  hope,  reach  you  about  the  time  this  let- 
ter does. 

"  Miillcr  is  reprinting  his  Sanskrit  grammar,  and  printing  his  lectures  preliminary 
to  the  study  of  the  science  of  religions,  in  successive  numbers  of  Fraser's  Maga- 
zine. He  says  his  second  volume  of  the  translation  of  the  Rig- Veda  will  be  on 
the  same  plan  as  the  first — much  annotation,  and  few  whole  hymns  translated : 
when  it  is  to  come  out,  I  do  not  know.  Aufrecht  hopes  to  begin  to  print  his  glos- 
sary to  the  Rig-Yeda  in  August  or  September.  Monier  Williaais  has  advanced  as 
far  as  the  letter  r  with  his  Sanskrit-English  dictionary." 
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Commanications  were  then  presented,  as  follows : 

1.  On  the  Karen  Inscription-plate,  by  Rev.  Alonzo  Bunker,  Mis- 
sionary of  the  A.  B.  M.  U.  in  Farther  India. 

Mr.  Bunker  describes  his  visit,  in  company  with  Rev.  Mr.  Vinton,  to  the  village 
of  Kai  pho-gyee,  chief  of  Western  Karenee,  on  the  Salwen  river,  twelve  days* 
journey  east  from  Toungoo.  One  of  the  main  objects  of  his  expedition  was  to 
obtain  a  sight,  and  if  possible  a  copy,  of  the  celebrated  Plate  (see  these  Proceedings 
for  Oct.,  1866,  p.  xii,  and  for  May,  1870,  pp.  Ixxv-vi).  This,  however,  he  found 
it  very  difficult  to  accomplish,  as  the  possej^sion  of  tiie  Plate  is  the  chief's  main 
title  to  authority  and  source  of  revenue,  and  the  article  is  kept  as  sacred,  and  in- 
vested with  great  mystery  and  formidable  power.  A  few  days  of  careful  diplo- 
macy, however,  secured  the  consent  of  the  chief  and  head-men  to  its  being  exam- 
ined and  even  copied,  although  the  taking  of  an  impression  in  wax.  for  which  pre- 
paration had  been  made,  was  forbidden.  Mr.  Bunker  encloses  his  original  copy, 
which  it  is  proposed  to  reproduce  in  lithograph  in  the  forthcoming  Part  of  the  So- 
ciety's Journal.  The  chief  denied  having  any  ivory  plates,  but  there  is  no  doubt 
that  he  possesses  such,  and  Mr.  Bunker  hopes  on  a  future  visit  to  obtain  sight  of 
them. 

2.  On  the  Talmud,  by  Dr.  Alexander  Meyrowitz,  of  New  York. 

Dr.  Meyrowitz  gave  a  brief  statement  of  the  principal  facts  in  the  history  of 
the  Talmud,  and  described  its  character,  reading  by  way  of  illustration  a  number 
of  passages,  in  translation. 

3.  On  Greek  Pronunciation,  by  Prof.  Lewis  R.  Packard,  of 
New  Haven. 

There  are  three  principal  theories  of  Greek  pronunciation :  that  we  should  pro- 
nounce the  language  as  the  ancients  did,  or  each  nation  according  to  the  rules  of 
its  own  language,  or  as  the  modern  Greeks  do. 

The  main  objection  to  the  first  is  that  it  is  practically  impossible  to  dlRCover 
what  the  sounds  of  the  language  at  any  given  period  in  antiquity  were,  with  cer- 
tainty and  precision.  In  attempting  to  do  so,  we  must  rely  chiefly  on  written 
testimony,  which  cannot  accurately  convey  an  idea  of  sound. 

The  objections  to  the  second  system  are  that  it  produces  confusion  and  variety 
where  uniformity  is  desirable,  that  it  applies  modem  sounds  to  an  ancient  language 
in  disregard  of  the  effects  of  time  and  of  difference  of  race  upon  sounds,  and,  for 
the  speakers  of  English,  that  it  forces  upon  Greek  the  laws  of  a  language  ubnor^ 
mally  irregular  in  its  pronunciation.  It  also  increases'the  difficulty  of  teaching  the 
principles  of  etymology,  and  deprives  the  student  of  the  benefit  of  learning  a  pro- 
nunciation different  from  that  of  his  own  language  and  having  in  itself  a  historical 
and  8cientiflc  value. 

For  the  third  system  there  are  no  valid  arguments  to  be  urged.  The  fact  that 
the  modem  Greeks  give  a  certain  sound  to  a  given  charncter  by  no  means  proves 
that  the  ancient  Greeks  did  the  same,  or  that  modem  scholars  need  do  so.  The 
increased  faciUty  of  communicating  with  the  modem  Greeks  is  of  no  weight  as  an 
argument,  because  there  is  ho  little  occasion  for  such  communication,  and  because 
so  much  besides  the  pronunciation  must  be  leamed  to  make  it  possible.  When  we 
examine  the  particular  features  of  this  pronunciation,  we  find  no  early  authority 
for  it,  and  no  support  in  the  structure  of  the  language.  The  modem  sound  of  tf, 
for  instance,  as  ee,  has  no  early  evidence  for  itself,  and  the  facts  of  the  language 
testify  against  it. 

When  then  we  wish  to  decide  how  we  should  pronounce  the  lanflniage,  we 
should  consider  first  the  use  we  make  of  it.  We  use  it  purely  for  scientiflc  and 
educational  purposes.  Hence  we  should  settle  upon  a  system  upon  scientific 
grounds  alone,  not  laying  too  much  stress  upon  an  exact  determination  of  precisely 
how  the  ancient  Greeks  at  any  given  time  pronounced  their  words.  Such  a  sys- 
tem could  be  settled  with  substantial  agreement  by  philological  scholars.  It  would 
give  to  the  vowels  the  Italian  sounds,  distinguishing  quantity  by  the  time  used  in 
utterance.  In  the  diphthongs  it  would  g^ve  effect  to  each  of  the  two  elements, 
combining  them  a.M  nearly  as  poeaible  into  one  sound.    It  would  g^ve  to  the  conso- 
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nants  the  sounds  which  the  corresponding:  characters  in  English  haye.  regarding  ^ 
as  the  equivalent  of  /  ^  of  th  surd.  Only  x  would  have  the  sound  of  the  Grennan 
ch.  This  system  would  be  less  objectionable  and  more  useful  in  a  scientific  and 
educational  point  of  view  than  any  other. 

A  brief  discussion  followed  the  reading  of  this  paper,  after 
which  the  Society  adjourned  for  tlie  day,  and  the  remaining  com- 
munications were  presented  at  the  session  of  Friday  forenoon. 


4.  Thirteen  inedited  Letters  from  Sir  William  Jones  to  Mr. 

i afterwards  Sir)   Charles  Wilkins,   communicated  by  Prof.  Fitz- 
Cdward  Hall,  D.  C.  L. ;  presented  by  the  Corresponding  Secretary. 

Dr.  Hall's  introductory  note  accompanying  these  letters  is  as  follows: 

"The  venerated  memory  of  Sir  William  Jones  must  abundantly  suffice  to  justify 
the  publication  of  the  foUowing  letters;  and  I  have  only  to  say,  by  way  of  intro- 
ducing them,  that  I  am  indebted,  for  the  favor  of  being  allowed  to  make  them 
public,  to  Charles  H.  Moore,  Esq.,  who  possesses  the  originals." 

The  letters  range  in  date  from  Jan.  6,  1784,  to  Jan.  14,  1793,  and  are  interest- 
ing as  illustrating  the  progress  of  the  writer's  plans  of  study  and  their  accomplish- 
ment, and  casting  additional  light  upon  the  small  beginnings  of  a  department  of 
learning  which  has  now  assumed  great  and  unlooked-for  importance.  A  few  sen- 
tences are  extracted  here. 

".  .  .  .  Happy  should  I  be  to  follow  you  in  the  same  track  [of  Hindu  learning]; 
but  life  is  too  short  and  my  necessary  business  too  long  for  me  to  think  at  my  age 
of  acquiring  a  new  language.  All  my  hopes,  therefore,  of  being  acquainted  with 
the  poetry,  philosophy,  and  arts  of  the  Hindus,  are  grounded  on  the  expectation  of 
living  to  see  the  fruits  of  your  learned  labors."    (April  24th,  1784.) 

"  ....  I  have  just  received  from  Benares  a  S'hanscrit  book,  which  puzzled  me  at 
first,  and  will,  I  hope,  continue  to  puzzle,  until  it  enlightens  me.  It  is  called  .... 
the  Dherm  Shdstr  Menu  Smreiy.  A  version  of  this  curious  work  is  promised, 
and,  when  it  comes,  I  will  set  about  learning  the  original,  if  I  can  procure  assist- 
ance from  a  goo<l  Pendit"    (March  Ist,  1786.) 

"  ....  I  have  found  a  pleasant  old  man  of  the  medical  caste,  who  teaches  me 
all  he  knows  of  the  Grammar,  and  I  hope  to  read  the  Hit  Upadks.  or  some  other 
story-book,  with  him.  My  great  object  is  the  Dherme  S'astra,  to  which  I  shall 
arrive  by  degrees.''    (Sept.  1 7th,  1785.) 

"  .  .  .  .  You  are  the  first  European  that  ever  understood  Sanscrit,  and  will,  pos- 
sibly, be  the  last."     (Oct.  6th,  1787.) 

"  I  devoured,  m}'  dear  Sir,  your  Bhagavad-  Gitu^  and  have  made  as  hearty  a  meal 
of  your  HiU/pculesHy  for  which  I  thank  you  most  sincerely.  The  ships  of  this  sea- 
son will  carry  home  seven  hundred  copies  of  our  first  volume  of  Transactions; 
and  the  second  will  be  ready.  I  hope,  next  year:  but  unless  the  impression  should 
be  sold  in  London,  Harington  &  Morris  (who  print  the  book  at  their  hazard)  will 
be  losers,  and  we  must  dissolve  the  Society.  You  have  already  done  lis  cipital 
service,  and  will  continue  to  serve  us  by  spreading  over  Europe  your  discoveries  in 
Indian  literature.  You  have  the  honor  of  being  the  first  European  in  the  world, 
and  the  only  man,  probablv,  that  ever  saw  Europe,  who  possessed  a  knowledge  of 
Sanscrit"     (Feb.  27th,  1789.) 

'*  I  am  so  busy  at  this  season,  that  I  have  only  time  to  request  your  acceptance 
of  a  little  San:*crit  poem,  which  Morris  has  printed,  and  which  you  are  the  only 
man  in  Europe  who  can  read  and  understand."    (Jan.  14th,  1793.) 

6.  On  two  Inscriptions  in  Sanskrit  characters  from  Buddhist 
temples  in  China,  by  Mr.  E.  C.  Taintor,  of  the  Chinese  Foreign 
Customs  Service. 

Mr.  Taintor  exhibited  to  the  meeting  an  inscription,  in  mixed  Chinese  and  Sans- 
krit oharacters.  covering  eight  sheets,  and  explained  that  it  was  an  impressioo 
tiiken  from  the  faces  of  an  octagonal  marble  column  in  the  Hwa  Yen  Tan.  a  tem- 
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pie  in  the  Chinese  city  (the  southern  section)  of  Peking,  and  that  the  inscription 
was  first  brought  to  light  by  Rev.  Joseph  Edkins,  of  the  London  Missionary  Soci- 
ety. The  date  of  its  erection,  A.  D.  1491,  is  given  in  tlie  last  line  of  the  eighth 
sheet  The  first  face  of  the  column  bears  an  inscription,  in  Chinese  only,  com- 
memorating the  rebuilding  or  repairing  of  the  temple,  and  detailing  the  circum- 
stances attending  it,  in  the  style  usual  in  monumental  records  of  this  character, 
which  are  to  be  met  with  very  commonly  in  temples  in  all  parts  of  China.  The 
second  to  the  seventh  faces,  inclusive,  contain  Sanskrit  characters,  written  after 
the  Chinese  style  in  vertical  columns,  and  forming  an  inscription  as  yet  untransla- 
ted. The  eighth  face  comprises  both  Sanskrit  and  Chinese  text.  Considerable 
portions  of  the  characters  on  several  of  the  faces  of  the  column,  as  given  in  the 
copied  sheets,  are  nearly  obliterated  or  quite  indistinct,  but  can  probably  be  res- 
tored on  a  careful  examination  of  the  original 

But  one  other  inscription  of  this  character,  containing  Sanskrit  text,  has,  so  far 
as  I  am  aware,  been  observed  in  China.  This  was  found  by  me  in  Febniary,  1867, 
at  the  city  of  Ichow,  which  lies  about  seventy  miles  southwest  of  Peking,  at  the 
entrance  to  the  beautiful  valley  in  which  are  situated  the  Si  Ling,  or  Western 
TombR,  the  burial  places  of  three  of  the  seven  deceased  emperors  of  the  present 
dynasty. 

Outside  the  western  gate  of  Ichow  stands  a  neat  little  three  storied  pagoda ; 
the  temple  attached  is  called  Pai  T'a  Sz,  or  the  •  Wliite  Pagoda  Temple.'  In  front 
of  the  pagoda  stand  two  octagonal  white  marble  pillars,  about  a  foot  in  diameter 
and  six  feet  high.  The  westerly  one  bears  only  Chinese  characters,  and,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  soft  and  perishable  nnture  of  the  stone,  they  are  either  obliterated 
or  very  indistinct.  Seven  of  the  eight  sides  are  covered  with  characters,  evidently 
used  phonetically,  without  regard  to  their  meaning.  No  date  or  emperor's  name 
could  be  found.  A  block  of  marble,  with  sculptured  figures,  originally  the  capital 
of  the  pillar,  lies  a  few  feet  from  it  The  easterly  pillar  is  in  better  preservation. 
The  S.  face  lias  eight  columns  of  Chinese  characters.  On  the  S.  E.  face  are  one 
coluiim  of  Sanskrit  and  two  of  Chinese  characters;  on  the  E.  face  two  Sanskrit 
and  two  Chinese;  on  the  N.  E.  face  three  columns  of  Chinese,  representing  pho- 
netically Sanskrit  (?)  sounds;  on  the  N.  face,  four  columns  of  the  same  character; 
on  tlie  N.  W.  face  three  columns,  and  W,  face  three  and  one-half  columns  of  Chi- 
nese, all  evidently  used  phonetically.  The  S.  W.  face,  the  most  important  of  all, 
as  giving  the  date  of  erection,  has  four  and  one-half  columns  of  Chinese,  from 
which  we  learn  that  the  column  was  placed  in  position  on  the  fifteenth  day  of  the 
eijrhth  month  of  the  fifth  year  of  Siien  Ho,  of  the  Sung  dynasty,  corresponding  to 
1123  A.  D. 

As  my  own  limited  time  prevented  my  copying  the  inscription  (which  was  of 
about  the  same  length  as  the  one  from  Peking),  I  endeavored  by  the  offer  of  a  re- 
ward to  induce  some  native  to  make  a  copy  during  my  absence  at  the  Tombs ;  but 
regretted  to  find  on  my  return  the  following  day  that  no  one  had  ventured  to  un- 
dertake the  task,  on  account  of  the  great  difficulty  of  making  out  many  of  the 
characters. 

Prof.  Whitney  remarked  that  the  Sanskrit  characters  were  in  an  older  form  of 
Devanagari,  quite  different  from  that  now  in  use,  and  that  the  hasty  examination 
which  he  had  yet  been  able  to  give  to  the  inscription  had  not  enabled  him  to 
make  out  any  part  of  it,  save  the  common  Buddhist  formula  at  the  end,  om  mat^i 
padma  hum. 

6.  On  the  System  of  Duplication  in  consonant  groups,  as  taught 
by  the  ancient  Hindu  grammarians,  by  Pro£  W.  D.  Whitney,  of 
New  Haven. 

Our  means  of  knowledge  of  the  pronunciation  of  the  ancient  Sanskrit  are  its 
pronunciation  by  the  modem  Hindus,  the  teachings  of  the  old  Hindu  writers  on 
grammar,  the  euphonic  laws  of  the  language,  and  t!ie  comparison  of  the  spoken 
alphabets  of  other  related  languages.  Each  of  these,  in  its  order,  checks  and  cor- 
rects the  others,  and  their  combined  effect  is  to  give  us  a  confident  and  satisfac- 
tory understanding  of  the  phonetic  form  of  the  language — excepting,  of  course, 
that  tone  and  coloring  which  no  description  can  impart  The  second  source  is 
worth  more  in  Indii^  than  elsewhere,  since  the  ancient  Hindu  phonetists  were 
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gifted  with  rare  powers  of  observation  and  analysis,  and  carried  the  sdence  of 
phonology  further  than  it  has  been  carried  by  any  but  the  latest  generation  even 
of  European  scholars.  Their  results  are  laid  down  especially  in  the  Pniti^akhyas, 
and  constitute  one  main  department  of  tlie  interest  attaching  to  that  little  body  of 
works.  But  the  characteristic  defects  of  the  Iliijdu  character  appear  also  in  their 
phonetic  science— their  tendency  to  over-refinement  of  analysis,  and  to  tlie  setting 
up  of  arbitrary  and  artificial  rules  in  place  of  simple  natural  laws,  determined  by 
pure  observation.  A  striking  example  of  this  is  their  system  of  duplic;ition  in 
consonant  groups ;  this  forms  a  feature  in  all  tlie  Prati^Akhyas,  and  is  found  even 
in  P&nini's  great  grammatiuil  text-book,  whicli  has  been  tlie  rule  of  correct  Sans- 
krit speech  for  probably  more  than  two  thousand  years.  The  system  involves  two 
chief  rules :  1,  that  the  first  consonant  in  a  group  of  two  or  more  is  to  be  pronoun- 
ced double  after  a  vowel ;  thus,  pra  afler  d  is  d  ppra.  abda  is  abbda,  asya  is  iissya, 
and  so  on ;  2,  that  an  r  thus  situated  is  not  doubled,  but  the  consonant  following 
is  so  treated  instead,  as  in  arkka  for  arkaj  urgg  vdi  for  iirg  vdi,  urggbhyas  for  urg- 
bhyas,  and  so  on.  In  case  the  letter  to  be  doubled  is  an  aspirate  mute,  the  corres- 
ponding non-aspirate  is  substituted  for  it  in  duplication :  thus,  addhvara  from  adh' 
vara,  dirggha  from  dtrgfi^.  To  these  rules  there  are  cerUiin  extensujns  and  restric- 
tions, of  minor  importance,  and  variously  given  by  the  diflferent  authorities.  They 
are  combined,  also,  with  a  niunber  of  other  insertions  and  modifications,  which  not 
infrequently  produce  very  intricate  and  formidable  results:  turning  tsm,  for  exam- 
ple, into  Uhsppjn,  and  so  on.  In  the  case  of  some  of  these  insertions  and  changes, 
we  can  seem  to  see  the  physical  processes  whose  undue  appreciation  or  gross  ex- 
aggeration are  their  foundation :  but  the  physical  ground  of  the  system  of  dupU- 
cation  itself  no  one  yet  has  succeeded  in  tracing  out  and  setting  forth. 

7.  On  Westphal's  new  Greek  ecrammar,  by  Prof.  J.  Hadley,  of 
New  Haven. 

Prof.  Hadley  referred  briefly  to  the  series  of  works  on  (5 reek  rhj^tlim,  metre, 
and  music,  by  which  Westphal  has  gained  a  high,  and,  on  the  whole,  a  deserved 
reputation.  Since  He'mann  and  Boeckh,  no  scholar  hns  done  so  much  for  the  pro- 
gress of  these  studies.  His  merits  are  unden'ably  great,  though  marred  by  some 
faults — by  haste,  self- assertion,  want  of  ingenuousness,  and  intemperance  in  con- 
troversy. In  1869,  Westphal  appeared  in  a  new  field,  with  a  Philosophisch-his- 
torische  Gramraatik  der  deutschcn  Sprache.  Here  he  gives,  in  general,  the  results 
arrived  at  by  Bopp,  Grimm,  and  their  successors;  but  lays  n>uch  stress  on  a  the- 
ory of  the  origin  of  infiections,  in  wliich  he  differs  from  nearly  all  comparative 
philologists.  He  holds  that  most  inflections  were,  at  the  outset,  not  words,  previ- 
ously scparati',  which  losing  their  own  accent  became  appendages  of  other  words, 
but  mere  sounds,  without  independent  existence,  and  without  significance,  until  by 
the  users  of  language  they  were  employed  as  inflections.  In  his  Greek  Grammar, 
just  published,  the  same  theory  is  adhered  lo;  though  much  less  prominence  is 
given  to  it.  The  author  at  first  intended  only  to  write  a  Greek  Syntax,  in  which 
the  syntactical  categories  of  Hermann  should  at  length  be  superseded  by  more 
appropriate  nonns,  derived  partly  from  comparison  of  other  Indo-Kuropean  lan- 
guages, and  partly  from  an  intelligent  examination  of  the  Greek  literature.  But  he 
was  led  to  include  the  etymology,  as  without  it  his  treatment  of  the  syntax  would 
often  be  unintelligible.  Though  sul)ordinate  in  the  plan  of  liis  work,  it  is  treated  . 
on  a  large  scale,  receiving  447  pages,  without  including  ihe  verb,  which  will  prob- 
ably  require  as  many  pages  more. 

This  great  length  may  be  partly  the  result  of  hasty  composition,  which  shows 
itself  in  other  ways.  Thus,  on  p.  xvii.,  the  verb  oIku  is  spoken  of  as  if  it  were  4 
contraction  of  oikou)  (instead  of  oU^u)).  On  p.  58,  the  noun  (jtlxoq — a  masculiDe 
of  the  second  decl. — is  set  down  as  having  its  genitive  in  rwf.  On  p.  17,  -n^^w  is 
given  as  the  future  of  n3;rrw,  whereas  the  classic  writers  have  Tvirrrjau^  and  rv^u 
does  not  appear  until  some  five  centuries  after  the  Christian  era.  Still  worse  is  it 
with.KuC^u,  on  p.  24,  which  does  not  occur  until  late  in  the  middle  ages,  which  Pas- 
sow  describes  as  unused,  and  Liddell  and  Scott  omit  altogether.  On  p.  55,  a  form 
reeio  (=  aov)  is  mentioned  and  explained  at  length :  imder  pron(»uns,  it  re-appears, 
in  connection  with  reolo,  pp.  377-8,  where  special  attention  is  called  to  the  latter 
form  j'T-aU  this  without  an  intimation  that  reolo  is  confined  to  one  line  (twice  re- 
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peated)  in  Homers  and  that  reeio  is  a  mere  conjectural  variation  for  reolo  in  that 
line. 

Cases  of  self-oontradictioo  were  also  pointed  out.  Thus  ou  p.  30,  the  author  ex- 
plains ^(uivo^  as  being  for  ^evioc;  on  p.  70,  he  explains  it  as  being  for  ipaeavoc: 
while  on  p.  207,  he  pointedly  rejects  the  second  explanation  and  returns  to  the 
first  The  two  derivations  proposed  for  ^Atof — the  one  formerly  received  from  a 
root  svar^  *  to  shine,*  and  the  one  suggested  by  G.  Curtius  from  tA,  *  to  burn' — are 
both  found  here,  the  first  on  p.  180,  the  second  on  p.  198,  each  without  reference 
to  the  other. 

Several  points  in  the  Lautlehre  were  made  subjects  of  special  criticism :  partic- 
ularly, the  failure  t«>  recognize  ihe  true  dilft*renoe  between  sonants  and  surds,  as 
consisting  not  in  softness  or  hardnes.<«,  but  in  tlie  presence  or  absence  of  tone.  So, 
the  sounding  of  7  before^  as  n^;  the  assertion  that  Done  ^6ov  was  an  earlier 
form  of  T/2.001' ;  the  assumption  that  the  Homeric  eaai  in  the  dative  plural  was 
made  from  at  by  doubling  the  cr;  the  statement  that  the  Greek  had  no  objection  to 
a  final  A,  supported  only  by  the  form  i^A  {==iXoc)  in  a  late  epic  poet;  etc. 

Among  other  cases  of  venturous  etymologising,  was  mentioned  Westphal's  sug- 
gestion &at  the  Indo-European  numeral ' four'  contained  the  word  ' three '  under 
the  form  tvar^  with  a  prefix  to  exprt'ss  unity,  which  prefix  had  fVom  the  outset 
three  forms  pa,  A»,  to.  That  the  first  speakers  of  the  Indo-European,  while  agreed 
on  the  five  sounds  in  a^t^or,  and  agreed  that  a  surd  mute  must  precede  them,  were 
hopelessly  divided  into  three  parties  on  the  question  which  surd  mute  should  be 
taken,  and  that  tliis  division  was  propagated  to  the  first  speakers  of  the  Graeoo- 
Latin,  and  down  to  the  first  speakers  of  the  Greek  itself — is  a  strange  hypothesis, 
and  an  unnecessary  one,  as  a  primitive  k  might  by  explicable  euphonic  processes 
pass  into  a  p  or  a  (. 

Finally,  it  was  remarked  that  Westphal  deserves  credit  for  his  attempt  to  treat 
the  Greek  grammar  in  the  light  of  comparative  philology.  The  difficulty  of  the 
attempt  might  be  admitted  as  an  excuse  for  many  imperfections.  The  work  would 
certainly  be  useful  in  overcoming  the  prejudice,  still  strong  in  Germany,  against 
any  applicalicm  of  comparative  philology  to  Greek  or  Latin  grammar. 

8.  On  two  recently  discovered  Greek  monuments,  by  Pres't 
Woolsey,  of  New  Haven. 

Pres't  Woolsey  showed  to  the  Society  a  photograph  of  a  beautiful  monument 
found  at  Athens  several  years  ago,  and  rendered  more  interesting  by  a  more  re- 
cent discovery.  The  monument  presents  to  us  the  fig^ire  of  a  young  horseman 
over  a  fallen  foe,  and  the  inscription  on  the  base  is  this:  "Dexilaus,  son  of  Lysa- 
nias,  of  Thorikus.  was  born  when  Teisander  was  archon,  died  when  Eubuhdes  was 
archon.  in  Corintli,  one  of  the  five  horsemen."  The  dates  are,  of  his  birth,  414 
B.  C.  (the  archon  being  called  Poisander  by  Diod.  Sic.  xiii.  7),  and  of  his  death, 
394  B.  C,  when  the  great  battle  in  the  territory  c  f  Corinth  and  near  the  city  took 
place,  described  in  Xonophon's  Hellenica.  iv.  2.  9-23,  which  is  assigned  to  the  year 
of  Eubulides  by  Diod.  Sia,  xiv.  85-86.  In  the  inscription  there  is  nothing  deserv- 
ing notice  except — 1,  that  Teisander  is  either  a  mistake  of  the  lapidary  for  Pei- 
sjinder,  or  else  an  early  instance  of  Tn  for  T<,  common  enough  afterwards,  espe- 
cially on  marbles  of  Asia  Minor,  in  words  from  the  root  Ti;  2,  that  one  of  **the 
five  horsemen "  naturally  seems  to  mean  one  of  the  five  who  died  in  that  "great 
battle,"  as  it  was  called  by  Demosthenes. 

1  Another  inscription  lately  found  (in  March  last),  and  pubKshed  fVom  the  copy  of 
.Mr.  Robert  P.  Keep,  our  consul  at  Peira'us,  in  the  Yale  Ck>urant  of  April  30  last, 
'records  that 

"  These  horsemen  died  in  Oorinth : 
Melesias,  Onetorides,  Lysitheus,  Pandias,  Nicomachus, 
Theangelus,  Phanes,  Democle^s,  Dexilaus,  Ecdelus; 
In  Coronea,  Neodeides." 

Mr.  Keep's  copy  g^ves  Kdelus,  but  there  can  have  been  no  such  name. 

Thin  inscription,  on  the  cap  or  frieze  of  a  monument  of  Pentelic  marble,  occurs 
on  the  way  taken  by  Pausanias  from  the  city  to  the  Academy  (Attica  29.  2,  which 
Mr.  Keep  citei*).    He  says  "  those  who  fell  around  (or  near)  CorinUi  lie  here." 
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This  inscription,  it  will  be  perceived,  names  ten  horsemen  who  died  in  Corinth,  one 
of  whom  is  Bexilaus,  and  the  other  inscription  says  that  he  belonged  to  '*  the  five 
horsemen."  What  then  can  this  expression  in  the  first  inscription,  "the  five 
horsemen,"  mean? 

9.  On  Cox's  Mythology  of  the  Aryan  Nations,  by  Prof.  W.  D. 
Whitney,  of  New  Haven. 

After  excusing  the  incompleteness  and  want  of  elaboration  of  his  criticism  of 
Mr.  Cox's  work,  Prof.  "Whitney  began  with  referring  to  the  new  era  made  in  tlie 
study  of  classic  mythology,  as  of  classical  language,  by  the  wider  Indo-Kuropean 
studies.  The  foundation  of  botli  iH  the  same:  the  formation  of  certain  religious 
views  and  mjijiical  conceptions,  as  of  certain  ideas  and  expressions,  in  the  period 
of  Indo-European  unity,  and  their  transmission  down  to  historical  times.  To  find 
the  traceable  relics  of  tliese,  is  to  make  the  nearest  possible  approach  to  the  be- 
ginningH  of  religious  thought  in  our  branch  of  the  human  race.  The  comparison 
of  Greek  and  Hindu  mythology  began  as  soon  as  the  Veda  was  opened  to  study, 
and  has  ever  since  yielded  more  and  more  fruit.  Max  Miiller  has  lately  done  the 
service  of  setting  it  forth  in  an  attractive  manner ;  and  has  also  given  such  prom- 
inence to  the  elements  of  the  sun  and  the  dawn  in  the  earliest  mythology  as 
almost  to  put  a  new  asi)ect  upon  the  whole  subject  of  mythologic  interpretation. 
His  views  are  very  attractive  and  plausible,  as  well  as  novel,  but  their  soundness 
is  yet  to  be  established  by  careful  criticism.  To  such  criticism  they  are  not  sub- 
jected by  Mr.  Cox,  who  is.  rather,  their  implicit  acceptor  and  tlicir  enthusiastic 
advocate,  and  who  carries  them  to  an  extreme  which  even  their  originator,  per- 
haps, would  fail  to  approve.  Mr.  Cox's  work  (in  two  stout  8vo  volumes,  London, 
1870)  is  eloquent  and  graceful,  but  wanting  in  scientific  tone,  as  in  soberness  and  co- 
herence of  reasoning;  it  is  somewhat  di£f\ise  and  repetitious;  the  author  is  so 
dominated  by  his  theory  as  to  be  made  often  partial  in  his  judgnients,  loose  in  his 
interpretations,  and  imcritical  in  his  etymologies. 

The  main  features  of  the  solar  interpretation — which  Mr.  Cox  applies  to  the 
story  of  the  Odyssey  as  well  as  of  the  Iliad,  to  the  Nibelungen-Lied,  the  legends 
of  Arthur  and  Charlemagne,  the  nursery-tales  of  Boots  and  Jack  the  giant-killer, 
and  so  on — were  stated,  and  illustrated  by  extracts  and  comments. 

No  farther  eomnnmieations  bcin<x  offorod,  the  Society  adjonrned, 
to  meet  again  in  Boston  on  the  seventeenth  of  May  next. 
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